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RODERICK C. BOND (Pro Hac Vice) 
NED A. CANNON, ISB No. 2331 
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Telephone: (208) 743-9428 
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CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
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Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
FILED 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT 
OF RODERICK C. BOND - 1 
Case No.: CV-07-00208 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF 
RODERICK C. BOND IN SUPPORT OF. 
REED TAYLOR'S MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND 
LA W FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP, CLEMENTS 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss: 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
I, Roderick C. Bond, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am over the age of eighteen years, competent to testify in court, one of 
the attorneys for the plaintiff Reed J. Taylor ("Reed Taylor") in this action, and make 
this Affidavit based upon my personal knowledge. 
2. I am licensed to practice law in the state of Washington, a resident of the 
state of Washington, and was admitted as an attorney on this case Pro Hac Vice. 
3. Attached as Exhibit 44 are pertinent pages of the transcript of the 
deposition of JoLee Duclos taken on April 29, 2008. 
4. Attached as Exhibit 45 is John Taylor's Executive Officer's Agreement 
with AlA Services. This agreement bars John Taylor from competing against AlA 
selling insurance products and from soliciting AlA's employees, among other 
obligations. John Taylor has transferred virtually all of AlA's employees to Crop USA 
and has been competing against AlA through Crop USA. 
DATED: This 3rd day of September, 2008. 
Roderick C. Bond 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 3rd day of September, 2008. 
ERIN s, PACK\II/AQO 
j"'.}TARY PUt::',:,!G 
S TATE Of H.)i.HQ 
Notary Public f9r Idaho '_ 
Residing at: ,V R. U. ) i llJ:i.f)..('U ~{c.i a .hel. 
My commissGn expires: 3,Qg I C20/Y 
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33~1 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 








AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an ) 
Idaho corporation; AlA ) 
INSURANCE, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR ) 
and CONNIE TAYLOR, ) 
individually and the community ) 
property comprised thereof; ) 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single ) 
person; JOLEE DUCLOS, a single ) 
person; CROP USA INSURANCE ) 
AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; and JAMES BECK ) 
and CORRINE BECK, individually) 
and the community property ) 
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Tuesday, April 29, 2008 - 9:12 a.m. 






1 after Dan Spickler left. And Services had an outside 
2 board of directors, and so I didn't go on until after 
3 they were no longer serving. 
4 Q. And are you on the board of any other entities? 
5 A. No. 
6 Q. Are you an officer for any other entities? 
7 A. No. 
8 Q. Are you a secretary for any other entities? 
9 A. No. 
10 Q. Are you secretary for Pacific Empire Radio 
11 Corporation? 
12 A. Oh, yes. Sorry. 
13 Q. That's okay. Are you a secretary for Pacific 
14 Empire Holdings Corporation? 
15 A. Yes. 
16 Q. Are you a secretary for Pacific Empire 
17 Communications Corporation? 
18 A. I think that one's dissolved. But I was, yes. 
19 Q. Okay. And so, who would be the person in 
20 charge of all the documents to be produced for this 
21 litigation? 
22 A. What do you mean in charge of? Who I think --
23 I said that I gathered them and direct other people to 
24 gather them. 
25 Q. Okay. So you would -- you would be the person, 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDA VII 
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1 if counselor John or anyone else said, we need 
2 documents, they would go to you, and then --
3 A. They've asked me, yes. 
4 Q. you would go to the applicable department or 
5 produce it, yourself? 
6 A. Yes, yes. 
7 Q. Now, what documents are you personally 
8 responsible for? 
9 A. The ones that I haven't had to ask another 
10 department for, is that what you mean? 
11 Q. Right. And those would include ones that you 
12 draft yourself, like the minute books. I'm presuming 
13 you're responsible for those? 
14 A. Yes. 
15 Q. So would you -- all the minute books, the stock 
16 ledgers, the corporate formation documents, bylaws, 
17 those kind of documents, would those all be in your 
18 under your direct control and possession at AlA? 
19 A. The minute books and the formation documents 
20 and the stock ledgers, yes, are under my control. 
21 Q. And are those in your office, your personal 
22 office? 
23 A. Yes. 
24 Q. Okay. 




l A. I would say John. 
2 Q. And would that be the same for AlA Insurance? 
3 A. I thought were you asking for AlA Insurance. 
4 Q. Both. I'm asking for them both. 
5 A. For? 
6 Q. Who directs the litigation on behalf of AlA 
7 Insurance, and who directs the litigation on behalf of 
8 AlA Services? 
9 A. Yes, John. 
10 Q. Okay. And who would direct the litigation in 
11 this matter on behalf of Crop USA? 
12 A. Well, what do you -- maybe you should say 
13 direct the litigation. I mean, what do you mean by 
14 that? 
15 Q. Who makes the decisions for the litigation? 
16 A. John does with the attorneys. 
17 Q. Okay. 
18 A. I would imagine that, as to the litigation. I 
19 mean, I would make decisions regarding things that 
20 relate to me. 
21 Q. Right. 
22 A. If that's what you're asking. 
23 Q. No. I was asking as your position of secretary 
24 of the corporations. I'm trying to find out who makes 
25 the decisions for the litigation and -- and is it true 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT 
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1 it, I'm sure that they would get it. 
2 Q. Now, are you familiar with the letter that was 
3 drafted to obtain shareholder approval to pay the 
4 individual directors attorney's fees in this action? 
5 A. The letter that was drafted by who? 
6 Q. That's what I was going to ask you. Were you 
7 sent the 
8 A. Who signed it? 
9 Q. I can make it an exhibit later. I just 
10 wondered if you recalled that letter, the letter that 
11 went out to the shareholders that sought approval for 
12 the payment of your fees. 
13 MR. McNICHOLS: Objection. I think you should 
14 show her the letter if you're going to ask her if she's 
15 familiar with it. 
16 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Do you know who drafted the 
17 letter that went out to the shareholders? 
18 MR. BABBITT: Same objection. Show the witness 
19 the exhibit. 
20 MR. GITTINS: I'll join the same objection. 
21 Q. (BY MR. BOND) How many letters have gone out 




A. In what company? 





2 A. I think only one. 
3 Q. And what letter would that have been? 
4 A. For a special shareholder meeting. 
5 Q. What was the special -- purpose of the special 
6 shareholder meeting? 
7 A. To authorize directors' fees. 
8 Q. And who would have drafted that letter? If you 
9 know. 
10 A. Either John or me, I believe, but I don't know 
11 without looking at it. 
12 Q. Okay. That's okay. So would you be 
13 responsible for drafting the correspondence, the letters 
14 that go out to shareholders, for special meetings or 
15 annual meetings? And when I say shareholders, I'll mean 
16 AlA Services, AlA Insurance, Crop USA. 
17 A. Letters? 
18 Q. Right. Do you send letters out? 
19 A. No, not really. 
20 Q. What do you send to shareholders, then? 
21 A. A notice usually. 
22 Q. Okay. And -- and when's the last time --
23 before the letter that you just referenced for the 
24 special meeting, when was the last time a notice went 
25 out to shareholders of AlA Services? 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT 3387 
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1 A. It's been a while. I -- I don't know exactly. 
2 Q. SO, would you be the person in charge of 
3 sending correspondence out to the shareholders of AlA 
4 Services? 
5 MR. BABBITT: Object to the form of the 
6 question in the use of the term --
7 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Would you be 
8 MR. BABBITT: -- correspondence. 
9 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Would you be responsible for 
10 sending out notices of shareholder meetings, financial 
11 statements, proxies, any information like that to the 
12 shareholders of AlA Services? 
13 A. Not all of that, no. 
14 Q. Do you know who would be if it wasn't you? 
15 A. Yes. 
16 Q. What's that? 
17 A. Yes. 
18 Q. Who would that be? 
19 A. Well, it depends on what you're sending out to 
20 them. 
21 Q. Okay. 
22 A. I don't send out all of that. 
23 Q. Are there other people at AlA Services that --
24 that send information to shareholders? 
25 A. If shareholders ask for it. But just to send 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT 
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1 A. Usually, yes. 
2 Q. When's the last time AlA Services had a 
3 shareholder meeting? 
4 A. It's been several years. I can't tell you for 
5 sure without looking at the records. 
6 Q. Okay. 
7 A. Except for when it was held last year. 
8 Q. Right. So has there been -- has it been 
9 several years since AlA Services shareholders have 
10 received any financial statements or any information on 
11 the company's performance too, or would that be 
12 dependent on who the shareholder was? 
13 A. (No response given.) 
14 Q. Let me just -- let me just rephrase that whole 
15 question. 
16 A. Okay. 
17 Q. Have you -- when's the last time you sent out 
18 to all shareholders financial information on AlA 
19 Services? 
20 A. I don't recall. It's been several years. 
21 Q. And would you know, if you didn't, of anyone 
22 else at AlA Services who would have? 
23 A. All shareholders? 
24 Q. Right. 
25 A. I don't think that would have happened. 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT 
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1 Q. That would end up coming through your 
2 department or 
3 A. Probably, yeah. 
4 Q. Okay. Is there -- did anyone specifically 
5 instruct you to not send financial information out to 
6 the shareholders or to send an annual shareholder 
7 meeting notice for the years that that happened? 
8 A. No. It wasn't a specific instruction. It just 
9 was something that -- that we didn't do. 
10 Q. And have you received any -- other than 
11 Michael, Michael Beck or James Cashman, have you 
12 received any calls from any shareholders in the past few 
13 years? 
14 A. I've talked to shareholders, I'm pretty sure. 
15 Yeah. 
16 Q. Have any called expressing concern why there 
17 hasn't been an annual meeting or a -- any kind of 
18 financial information provided to them? 
19 A. No. 
20 Q. And in in what -- tell me about what records 
21 would be located in your office. When I mean your 
22 office, I mean your office with your door 
23 A. My little humble abode there? 
24 Q. Yeah. 
25 A. The ones that we've talked about: stock 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT 
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1 Q. And what about e-mail? Is there a policy on 
2 e-mail? 
3 A. No. We're told to delete it as often as 
4 possible, because our server is small. However, we know 
5 that we're not supposed to delete anything regarding 
6 this; so rest assured about that. 
7 Q. And since the April, 2007, board meeting with 
8 Connie Taylor, Jim Beck, and John that you were present 
9 at -- correct? -- on the -- I think it was the telephone 
10 call. 
11 A. Yes. 
12 Q. Has there -- have you spoken with Connie 
13 Taylor? 
14 A. Yes. 
15 Q. About how many times? 
16 A. Less than ten. 
17 Q. And what's been the subject matter of -- or 
18 tell me when, what she had to say and when. 
19 A. I think she called and told me her address 
20 once. I think she called and wanted to know what John 
21 was doing once. There was a recent board meeting that I 
22 saw her at. And I believe was she at the mediation --
23 was she at the mediation at your office? I'm not sure 
24 if she was there. 
25 Q. When was the recent board meeting? 
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1 A. Last month. 
2 Q. And who was present at that meeting? 
3 A. Connie and John Taylor, and Jim Beck was 
4 present by phone, and I was present, and Jon Hally was 
5 present. 
6 Q. And what was the subject matter of that 
7 meeting? 
8 MR. BABBITT: I'm going to object, because 
9 there was a -- I was present at that meeting, and there 
10 was an official board meeting later. But there was a 
11 conference among counsel and their respective clients 
12 prior to the board meeting, and any conversation prior 
13 to the exact board meeting that was later conducted is 
14 privileged. 
15 MR. BOND: I'm not asking --
16 MR. BABBITT: And I'm -- I'm directing the 
17 witness not to testify about anything that occurred 
18 prior to the board meeting. 
19 MR. GITTINS: Do you understand? 
20 MS. DUCLOS: Uh-huh. 
21 Q. (BY MR. BOND) So what happened at the board 
22 meeting? 
23 A. Jon Hally told Jim Beck and Connie about --
24 MR. Hally: Objection as to any discussions 




1 I assert the same objection that it would only be what 
2 occurred once the board meeting commenced. 
3 MS. DUCLOS: Okay. 
4 Q. (BY MR. BOND) And again? 
5 A. The board voted to -- I wish I had my notes in 
6 front of me -- to proceed in filing a motion for a 
7 partial summary judgement in this case. 
8 Q. SO the board voted to have Jon Hally file a 
9 motion for partial summary judgment? 
10 A. Yes. 
11 Q. And did you draft -- was there anything else? 
12 A. I -- I can't recall. 
13 Q. And at the board meeting, was there -- was 
14 there a reason why the board felt that Jon Hally should 
15 file a motion for partial summary judgment? 
16 MR. BABBITT: To the extent that that calls for 
17 discussions with counsel, I object and direct the 
18 witness not to testify about discussions with counsel. 
19 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Go ahead and answer the question 
20 to the extent that it's not discussion with counsel. 
21 A. Would you read the question back, please? 
22 (Whereupon, the court reporter read back the 
23 previous question.) 
24 A. If they voted that way, I guess yes, there 
25 would have been a reason. 
SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT 
1 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Have you drafted meeting minutes 
2 of that meeting? 
3 A. I have not. 
4 Q. But you have notes of the meeting? 
5 A. Yes. 
6 Q. Have you drafted a resolution for that meeting? 
7 A. I have not. 
8 Q. Is there a reason why you haven't? 
9 A. I've been busy, and I've been sick. 
10 Q. Okay. 
11 A. And I would like to take a break, please. 
12 Q. Okay. Can you tell me -- I'll -- just a couple 
13 more questions on this subject. 
14 A. I'm supposed to take a break every hour. 
15 Q. Oh, you are? 
16 A. Yes. 
17 Q. Okay. Go ahead. 
18 (Whereupon, the deposition was in recess at 
19 10:08 a.m. and subsequently reconvened at 10:20 a.m.; 
20 and the following proceedings were had and entered of 
21 record:) 
22 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Ms. Duclos, I'm going to ask you 
23 some more questions about the recent board meeting. 
24 Now, when approximately was that, again? 
25 A. It was -- oh, gosh. I'm trying to think of 
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1 this. It was a couple weeks ago. I'm sorry. I haven't 
2 been feeling well lately, and so I don't remember 
3 exactly, but it was a couple weeks ago. 
4 Q. Okay. Now, you had said the board voted in 
5 favor of having Jon Hally file partial summary judgment. 
6 Can you tell me what the vote was? 
7 A. It was unanimous. 
8 Q. And who all voted? 
9 A. The three board members. 
10 Q. Which would have been John Taylor, Mike Beck, 
11 and -- or excuse me. Jim Beck and Connie Taylor? 
12 A. Yes. 
13 Q. Okay. And what counsel was present at that 
14 meeting? Or whose counsel was present? 
15 A. When we actually convened the meeting, Jon 
16 Hally was present, Mike McNichols, Gary Babbitt, and 
17 John Ashby. 
18 Q. And prior to the meeting, what counsel was 
19 present? 
20 A. Those, and David was there as well. 
21 Q. Okay. And was there any -- any other business 
22 dealt with at that meeting? 
23 MR. HALLY: Objection. Which meeting are your 
24 speaking of? 
25 MR. BOND: The meeting that she doesn't recall 
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l the date of that --
2 MR. McNICHOLS: The board meeting. 
3 MR. GITTINS: The board meeting? 
4 MR. BOND: Yes. 
5 MS. DUCLOS: Yes. 
6 Q. (BY MR. BOND) And what was that? 
7 A. The board authorized payments to Reed to be 
8 paid into the court. 
9 Q. And who voted on that? 
10 A. All of them. 
11 Q. And what was the vote on that? 
12 A. Unanimous. 
13 Q. Was there any other business at that board 
14 meeting? 
15 A. No. 
16 Q. And where was that meeting held? 
17 A. At AlA, at the offices. 
18 Q. And of the people that you testified were 
19 present including counsel, who wasn't there in person, 
20 if any? 
21 A. Oh, Jim Beck. Is that what you mean? 
22 Q. Yeah. 
23 MR. McNICHOLS: The rest of the population of 
24 the world wasn't there. 




1 meeting that's taken place since the April, 2007, board 
2 meeting? 
3 A. I believe so. 
4 Q. Was there a board meeting to decide whether AlA 
5 Services would pledge its mortgage on the Lewis Clark 
6 Hotel to Crop USA? 
7 A. Was there a board meeting? 
8 Q. On that subject. 
9 A. On that subject? 
10 Q. Yeah. 
11 A. Yes. 
12 Q. What's that? 
13 A. Yes. 
14 Q. And when was that board meeting held? 
15 A. In April of last year, I believe. It wasn't a 
16 Services board meeting. 
17 Q. Oh, it -- was it a Crop USA board meeting? 
18 A. Yes. 
19 Q. And who was present at that meeting? 
20 A. John, Kent Peterson, me, Randy Lamberjack, Jim 
21 Beck, Mike Cashman, Adrian Johnson, and I think our CFO 
22 was there also, Craig Hoover. 
23 Q. And was there any counsel present at that 
24 meeting? 
25 A. No. 
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1 Q. SO if it wasn't for the regulatory issues, then 
2 Crop USA would be part of AlA? 
3 A. Oh, I have no idea. 
4 MR. GITTINS: Objection, calls for speculation. 
S MR. BABBITT: Join in the objection. 
6 MR. HALLY: Join. 
7 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Exhibit 10. 
8 EXHIBITS: 
9 (Deposition Exhibit No. 10 marked for 
10 identification.) 
11 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Exhibit 10 is the March 14th, 
12 2000, letter from AlA Insurance copied. Have you seen 
13 this letter before, Ms. Duclos? 
14 A. Yes, I have. 
15 Q. And can you tell me, do you know anything about 
16 this letter? 
17 A. It appears that Jim Unrue wrote this letter to 
18 Haywood Baker. 
19 Q. And for what purposes? If you know. 
20 MR. BABBITT: Object to the form of the 
21 question. The document speaks for itself. 
22 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Go ahead and answer the 
23 question 
24 MR. GITTINS: Join, and also on the basis that 
25 it calls for speculation. 
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1 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Is it true that during this time 
2 period AlA Insurance or AlA Services was inquiring on 
3 selling crop insurance? 
4 A. Are you asking whether AlA was going to sell 
5 crop insurance? I don't understand your question. 
6 Q. Who who was Mr. Jim R. Unrue chief operating 
7 officer of? 
8 A. AlA, I believe. 
9 Q. Services or Insurance? 
10 A. Services is a holding company. Insurance is 
11 the company that I understand as a working company. 
12 Q. SO you don't -- you don't know which one he was 
13 the COO of? 
14 A. I I don't know what -- the letter has AlA 
15 Insurance. 
16 Q. Okay. And you had said earlier that the 
17 decision was made to not have Crop USA be a subsidiary 
18 of AlA because of issues with the state. When was that 
19 decision made? Do you know? 
20 A. I don't know specifically. Prior to the 
21 organization, I would think, would be prudent. 
22 Q. Was that -- was that approved by the -- any 
23 shareholders of AlA Services? 
24 MR. McNICHOLS: Object to the form of the 
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1 MS. DUCLOS: Was what approved? 
2 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Starting or operating Crop USA 
3 as a separate entity. 
4 MR. McNICHOLS: Operating? 
5 MR. BABBITT: Object to the form of the 
6 question. It calls for a legal conclusion also. 
7 MR. GITTINS: I'll join. 
8 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Go ahead and answer the 
9 question. 
10 A. Would you re-ask the question, then, please, 
11 Mr. Bond. 
12 (Whereupon, the court reporter read back the 
13 previous question.) 
14 A. I do not recall the shareholders of Services 
15 approving starting Crop at all. 
16 Q. (BY MR. BOND) And so AlA Crop Insurance, or 
17 Crop USA was never operated as a subsidiary of AlA? 
18 A. I think I've answered that --
19 Q. Okay. 
20 A. -- what my belief is. 
21 Q. Okay. I'm going to mark this Exhibit 35. 
22 EXHIBITS: 
23 (Deposition exhibit No. 35 marked for 
24 identification.) 
25 MR. GITTINS: For my purposes, then, off the 
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1 for speculation. 
2 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Go ahead and answer the 
3 question. 
4 A. We have an annual appraisal. I think that's 
5 plenty. 
6 Q. And those annual appraisals say that they can 
7 be used for selling or repurchasing shares at any 
8 transaction? 
9 MR. McNICHOLS: I object to the form of the 
10 question on the grounds that that is argumentative. 
11 MR. BABBITT: Join. 
12 MR. HALLY: Join. 
13 MR. GITTINS: Join. 
14 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Go ahead and answer the 
15 question. 
16 A. Would you rephrase it for me, please. 
17 Q. Isn't it true that the only appraisals obtained 
18 by AlA Services or AlA Insurance on common or preferred 
19 C shares was solely for the purpose of valuing those 
20 shares in the 401k plan or related retirement plans? 
21 MR. BABBITT: Object to the form of the 
22 question, compound, ambiguous. 
23 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Answer the question, please. 
24 A. I don't know. I don't 
25 Q. Are you or are you not the co-trustee of the 
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1 401k plan for AlA Services? 
2 A. I've answered that I am. 
3 Q. And weren't you the co-trustee for the plan on 
4 August 26th, 2004? 
5 A. Yes, I believe I was. 
6 Q. And as part of your job as co-trustee, you 
7 would get the shares held in the plan appraised; is that 
8 true? 
9 A. Yes. 
10 Q. And as part of your duties as co-trustee, would 
11 it not be your job to be familiar with what's in the --
12 contained in those appraisals? 
13 MR. BABBITT: Objection. Calls for 
14 speculation, lack of foundation. 
15 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Answer the question, please. 
16 A. Will you repeat it, please. 
17 (Whereupon, the court reporter read back the 
18 previous question.) 
19 MS. DUCLOS: I read the appraisals. 
20 Q. (BY MR. BOND) And what's the purpose for 
21 obtaining those appraisals? 
22 A. For valuing for the 401k, specifically. 
23 Q. And on August 26th, 2004, was AlA Services 
24 current with their payments to Donna T~ylor, the Series 
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1 question you at all whether -- whether it was 
2 appropriate to have the transaction occur in reference 
3 to Exhibit 37 without obtaining Reed Taylor and Donna 
4 Taylor's consent? 
5 A. I don't think so. 
6 Q. And did you think it was at all odd that AlA 
7 Services subsidiary AlA Insurance would be buying the 
8 preferred C shares? 
9 MR. HALLY: Objection to the form of the 
10 question. Vague as to what you meant by odd. 
11 MR. BABBITT: Join in the objection, and it's 
12 argumentative as well. 
13 Q. (BY MR. BOND) go ahead and answer the 
14 question. 
15 A. I think I've told you that I thought I was 
16 doing the right thing based upon the advice that I 
17 received. 
18 Q. But you didn't receive any advice, did you? 
19 MR. BABBITT: Objection. 
20 MR. GITTINS: Objection, that mischaracterizes 
21 her testimony. 
22 Q. (BY MR. BOND) You didn't directly obtain legal 
23 or accountant or auditor advice for agreeing to the 
24 transaction reference in Exhibit 37, did you? 




1 that I had auditors' advice. So my answer is yes. 
2 Q. And the auditor's advice is the classification 
3 of this transaction on the financial statement; isn't 
4 that true? 
5 A. It's -- I don't understand your question. Is 
6 the classification -- I don't understand what you mean. 
7 Q. Are you -- is your testimony today that -- that 
8 the auditors' approval of the financial statements of 
9 AlA Insurance is what provided you with the authority 
10 to, or the let me just reword that whole question. 
11 I'm sorry. And when you refer to auditors' advice, 
12 please explain that to me in more detail. What 
13 exactly -- what exactly did the auditors talk about as 
14 far as this transaction? 
15 MR. HALLY: Objection. 
16 MR. BABBITT: Objection. 
17 MR. HALLY: I'm sorry. Now I'll object to the 
18 form of the question. Auditors speaking to whom? You 
19 said before referring to Exhibit 37. 
20 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Speaking to the corporation, 
21 speaking to you. Well? 
22 A. I've already said they didn't speak to me. 
23 Q. SO when you testified advice from auditors, 
24 you're referring to the auditors conducting an audit on 




1 A. Yes, and of Crop. 
2 Q. SO on August 26th, 2004, you were relying on 
3 the advice of the auditors based upon their audits of 
4 the financial statements for 2004? 
5 A. I believe that I have the right to rely.upon 
6 people who are qualified in their field that, after they 
7 have talked to people from the company, if they say this 
8 is how the transaction should be done, then I can rely 
9 on that, can't I? That's my understanding. 
10 Q. It--
11 A. It's not my area of expertise; so I rely on 
12 people that have the expertise in that area. 
13 Q. And approximately what date, month -- month 
14 year is fine -- did the auditors of Crop USA and AlA 
15 Insurance render an opinion on the financial statements 
16 of this transaction referenced in Exhibit 37? 
17 A. I believe that -- actually I don't -- I 
18 without looking at the financials, I don't know. I 
19 would have to look at them. 
20 Q. Do you have the financials -- excuse me. Does 
21 Crop USA when does Crop USA have their financial 
22 statements audited? 
23 A. Annually. 
24 Q. Okay. When does AlA Insurance have their 
25 financ~al statements audited? 
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1 A. Annually. 
2 Q. And when do those annual audits typically 
3 occur? 
4 A. It depends on when we can get them scheduled 
5 with the auditors on their -- how busy they are. 
6 Q. SO, for example, for the year 2007 audit, 
7 that's not going to happen until 2008; correct? 
8 A. Correct. 
9 Q. SO in August 26th of 2004, the audit for that 
10 transaction would not occur until 2005; isn't that true? 
11 A. Yes. 
12 Q. SO how can you rely on an audit that occurred 
13 after the transaction as a basis to enter into the 
14 transaction? 
15 A. I don't know. 
16 Q. You couldn't rely on the audit, could you, 
17 because it didn't happen until after the transaction. 
18 MR. McNICHOLS: Objection, argumentative. 
19 MR. BABBITT: Argumentative. 
20 MR. HALLY: Join. 
21 MR. GITTINS: Join. 
22 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Answer the question, please. 
23 A. The audit happened after the transaction. The 
24 minutes were prepared later, memorializing the 
25 transaction. 
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1 Q. When were these minutes prepared? 
2 A. When the audit took place. 
3 Q. SO Exhibit 37 wasn't drafted until sometime in 
4 2005, is that a fair statement? 
5 A. I believe that's a fair statement. We, as 
6 you're aware, don't paper things very well. The 
7 auditors wanted it papered. 
8 Q. And this Exhibit 37 would be a Word document, 
9 I'm presuming, that would be stored on the server at AlA 
10 or Crop USA's server? They're the same server, aren't 
11 they? 
12 A. I think they are. 
13 Q. SO would this document be --
14 A. It's a Word document, yes. 
15 Q. And this -- this Word document has not been 
16 produced in electronic form to us, has it? 
17 A. It was produced in paper form. 
18 Q. But not electronic form; correct? 
19 A. I don't know why I would produce it twice. 
20 It's been produced in paper form. 
21 Q. What's the date on this document, Exhibit 37? 
22 A. August of 2004. 
23 Q. August 26th, 2004? 
24 A. Yes. 
25 Q. Okay. Are there any other dates on Exhibit 37? 
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1 question, calls for speculation. 
2 MR. BABBITT: Join. 
3 MR. GITTINS: Join. 
4 A. I don't know that they knew. 
5 Q. (BY MR. BOND) And on August 26th, 2004, you 
6 consented to the to the purchase of the C shares held 
7 by Crop USA for one million five hundred ten thousand 
8 six hundred and ninety-three dollars; isn't that true? 
9 A. That's when the transaction took place. 
10 Q. SO the transaction took place on August 26th, 
11 2004. Explain -- explain that answer to me. 
12 A. Well, I think I have. We obviously don't paper 
13 things very well. The transaction took place, the 
14 auditors said, please put this in some sort of a minute 
15 format. And that's what we did. 
16 Q. So you went back after the fact and -- and 
17 created a consent in lieu of meeting for August 26th, 
18 2004, to reflect the transaction referenced in 1009? 
19 A. It was either back after the fact or it could 
20 have been -- they could have been there for the audit 
21 the year before, and they sometimes ask for transactions 
22 that have occurred, that have occurred since yearend 
23 without looking at notes in their -- in their audit. 
24 I'm not sure. It could have been during that timeframe. 
25 It could have been then that they told us they wanted 
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1 the minutes done. 
2 Q. SO were you aware of the one point five million 
3 approximate money that was received from Trustmark was 
4 deposited into a new account at America West Bank? 
5 A. At some point in time, I became aware of that, 
6 yes. 
7 Q. When did you become aware of that? 
8 A. After it was done. 
9 Q. About when did you become aware? 
10 A. I -- I don't know. 
11 Q. Months? Years? 
12 A. No. Probably months. 
13 Q. And did you think that was odd? 
14 MR. BABBITT: Objection--
15 MR. McNICHOLS: Objection. 
16 MR. BABBITT: -- to the form of the question. 
17 MR. HALLY: Join. 
18 Q. (BY MR. BOND) Did you think it was appropriate 
19 for over one point five million dollars of AlA 
20 Insurance's money to be placed into a new account under 
21 the name AlA Insurance/Crop USA with an address of John 
22 Taylor's home address? 
23 A. When we found out that it was John Taylor's 
24 home address, we had it changed to the office address. 
25 And I did think it was appropriate because at the time I 
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1 Q. And why are you unhappy about it? 
2 A. I'm unhappy about it because I have been doing 
3 my job to the best of my ability, and I'm getting sued 
4 for what I think is no good reason other than to use me 
5 to get at John. 
6 Q. Is there anything else that you've talked to 
7 him about besides that? 
8 A. About the litigation? 
9 Q. Yeah. 
10 A. We talk about different documents that come in, 
11 whatever might be specific about those documents. I 
12 can't recall of independent conversations. 
13 Q. Has John promised to indemnify you at all? 
14 A. Promised to indemnify me? 
15 Q. Yeah. 
16 A. I don't know. 
17 Q. If you lose any money, he pays you back. Any 
18 arrangement like that? 
19 A. No. 
20 Q. Has the companies? 
21 A. The only thing that I'm aware of is that the 
22 companies pay my attorney's fees, and if I lose I have 
23 to pay it back. 
24 Q. And do you know if Randall Lamberjack has been 
25 paid by Crop USA? 
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1 forty-nine million. 
2 Q. And do you -- do you know what AlA Insurance's 
3 revenues, total revenues, have been for the first three 
4 months of the year, approximately? 
5 A. I don't. 
6 Q. The first quarter? 
7 A. No. 
8 Q. Do you recall a February 1st, 2007, letter that 
9 you signed in response to Reed Taylor's demand to vote 
10 the shares? 
11 A. Yes. 
12 Q. And who provided you with the contents of that 
13 letter? 
14 A. That was from counsel. 
15 Q. Was it from Quarles and Brady? 
16 A. Yes. 
17 Q. Jim Gatziolis or one of the people? 
18 A. I --
19 Q. Another person or --
20 A. I don't know which attorney for sure. 
21 Q. Okay. And there was -- and did you -- did 
22 or did John tell you to sign that letter and send 
23 out? 
24 A. I don't think so. 
25 Q. Did you just do it on your own accord or --






1 A. No. I did it on the advice of counsel. 
2 Q. From Quarles and Brady again? 
3 A. Yeah. 
4 Q. Let's go back to way back in time, if I can 
5 find it -- to Exhibit No. 1 . Let's turn to page four. 
6 A. (Witness complies.) 
7 Q. Under assets, the last sentence where it's 
8 underlined investment from AlA Services Corporation, 
9 note three, the value of twenty-one thousand eight 
10 fifty. Do you know how that number was arrived? 
11 A. No. 
12 Q. Do you know if Crop USA has submitted any other 
13 financial statements that show a number higher than 
14 twenty-one thousand eight fifty? 
15 A. I don't know. These are the -- are the audited 
16 financials. I don't -- I don't know. 
17 Q. SO would that be someone, either John Taylor or 
18 Amy Gordon? 
19 A. Yes. 
20 Q. Somebody of that --
21 A. Uh-huh. 
22 Q. Okay. Now, in your counterclaim against Reed, 
23 you allege, quote, Plaintiff has intentionally inflicted 
24 emotional distress on defendants Freeman and Duclos in 




EXECUTIVE OFFICER'S AGREE:MENT 
This Agreement ("Agreement") is effective the 1st day of August, 1995 between AlA 
Services Corporation, an Idaho corporatiqn ("AlA"), and R John Taylor ("Employee") .. 
WHEREAS, AlA is a corporation engaged in the business of acquiring, managing and 
administering the operations of insurance' companies and insurance agencies. 
WHEREAS, AlA proposes to purchase the Common Stock of Reed 1. Taylor, majority 
shareholder of AlA, so that Employee and Richard W. Campanaro, will obtain operational and 
financial control of AJA 
WHEREAS, Employee is experienced as an executive officer in the conduct of AIA's. 
business and desires to accept employment by AJA 
WHEREAS, AIA desires to engage. the Employee as an executive officer of AJA 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises set forth in this Agreement, 
and intending to be 'Iegally bound hereby, the parties agree as follows: 
Section 1. Agreement for Employment. Subject to this Agreement's terms and conditions, 
AIA engages Employee, and Employee accepts such employment, as an executive officer. 
Employee shall have the title ofChainnan of the Board of Directors or any other title as shall be 
designated by AlA's Board of Directors. 
Section 2. Term. The initial term of employment shall commence effective August I, 1995, 
and shall continue for three (3) years until July 31, 1998. Unless terminated as set forth in this 
Agreement, the tenn of such employment shall automatically be extended from year to year 
thereafter under the same terms and conditions as shall be in effect on the last previous termination 
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date. Either party shall have the right to tenninate this Agreement at the expiration of the initial 
term or any extension thereof by giving the other party sixty (60) days notice prior thereto. 
Section 3. Duties. The Employee shall perform such duties as are typically performed by 
the Chairman of AIA's Board of Directors and shall at all times remain subject to the Board of 
Directors' direction and control. The Employee shall devote the Employee's entire time and efforts 
to AlA's business and affairs, and shall not engage in any other business activity for remuneration 
or compensation without AJ.A's prior written consent This restriction is not intended to apply to the 
Employee's supervision of any currently existing or future personal investments so long as those 
investments do not interfere with the Employee's services to be rendered or cause a breach of the 
restrictions set forth in Section 9 hereof. 
Section 4. Base Compensation. During the initial three-year term of this Agreement, AlA 
shall pay the Employee, as base compensation, the sum of $250,000 per annum, payable at such 
payroll intervals as AJA shall pay other executives. Base compensation in subsequent years shall 
be determined by the Board of Directors. 
I 
Section 5. Life Insurance. AIA shall provide, at its own expense, $500,000 of term life 
insurance coverage on Employee's life. Employee shall have full discretion to name the beneficiary 
of this insurance. AlA shall have the right, at its own expense and for its own benefit, to purchase 
additional insurance on the Employee's life; and Employee shall cooperate providing necessary 
information, submitting to required medical examinations, and otherwise complying with the 
insurance carrier's requirements. 
Section 6. Fringe Benefits. AIA shall make Employee the beneficiary of, and Employee 
shall receive, the standard package of fiinge benefits provided by AIA to other executives similarly 
situated. Fringe benefits intended to be included in this standard benefit package include but are not 
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limited to medical, surgical, and major medical insurance coverages, vacations, and sick leave. 
Recognizing the AIA 4as no executive disability benefit, in the event of Employees inability to 
work, whether by reason of accident or illness, AlA will continue Employee's base compensation 
and fringe benefits (without entitlement to a bonus) for six (6) months if the disability occurs during 
the calendar year ending 1995. and for one year if the disability occurs thereafter during the term 
of this Agreement. 
Section 7. Bonus Program. AlA shall make Employee a participant in an executive bonus 
program, applicable to the fiscal year ending 1995. It is intended that a similar program will be 
adopted for subsequent fiscal years. the precise terms of which will be negotiated between the 
parties and subject to appro~al of the Board of Directors. 
Section 8. Stock Options. AIA does not contemplate that Employee will participate in any 
other management stock op~on plans. 
Section 9. Covenants Not to Compete. Employee expressly covenants and agrees that, 
while employed and· during the three (3) years immediately following the effective date of 
; 
termination of Employee's employment under this Agreement (except as related to Subsection [c] 
of this Section). with or (except as provided in Section 11 hereof) without cause, the Employee shall 
observe and be subject to the following restrictions: 
(a) Employee will not in any way, directly or indirectly, on the Employee's own 
.. ' 
behalf or on behalf of or in conjunction with any other person, partnership, firm or 
corporation solicit, divert, take away, or attempt to take away any person, partnership, firm, 
or corporation (or their business or patronage) that has been a customer of AlA or its 
affiliated companies within three (3) years of such employment tennination. 
(b) Employee will not directly or indirectly own, manage, operate, control, 
participate in, or be affiliated as an officer, employee, partner, creditor, or guarantor of any 
person, partnership, finn or corporation that is engaged or about to become engaged in the 
insurance business of underwriting, marketing or administering insurance products for 
commodity associations, or any other business that is· developed by AIA during Employee's 
employment. 
(c) Employee will not in any way, directly or indirectly, on Employee's own 
behalf or on behalf of or in conjunction with any person, partnership. firm, or Corporation, 
solicit, entice, hire, employ, or endeavor to employ any of AIA's employees during the two 
(2) years immediately following the effective date oftennination of Employee's employment. 
under this Agreement. 
(d) Employee will not divulge to others or use for the benefit of Employe:e or any 
other person any confidential information obtained during Employee's employment relating 
to the business or operations of AIA or its affiliates, including (without limitation) 
i 
information concerning business strategy, customer lists, lists of prospective customers, 
employee lists, number and location of sales agents, new and existing programs and services, 
prices and terms, and any other proprietary information as may exist or be developed from 
time to time. 
Section 10. Remedy for Breach. Employee acknowledges that a violation of any of the 
provisions of this Agreement, including its covenants not to compete, will cause irreparable damage 
to AlA.. Employee hereby agrees that any violation of this Agreement shall entitle AlA, in addition 
to any other rights or remedies AIA may have, to an immediate injunction restraining such violation. 
3L.{/~ 
Section 11. AIA's JUght to Terminate WithQJlt !;l!use. AlA shall be entitled to terminate 
Employee's employment, without cau~ upon ninety (90) days' prior notice to the Employee. Such 
-
right may be exercised only upon an affinnative vote of at least two thirds of AIA's Board of 
Directors. In the event of termination of Employee IS employment by AlA without cause prior: to the 
expiration of the initial term ofEmployee'g employment or any extension thereot: covenants (a) and 
(b) in Section 9 hereof shall be extinguished. 
Section 12. TenninatiQn for Cause. AlA shall have the right to terminate Employee's 
employment at any time, immediately and without prior notice, for "cause". The term "cause" shall 
mean: 
(a) Conduct on Employee's part intended to or likely to injure AINs business or 
reputation; 
(b) Employee's perpetration of a crime involving moral turpitude, whether 
relating to employment or otherwise; or 
(c) Failure by Employee to substantially perfonn Employee's duties and 
i 
obligations as set forth in this Agreement (provided that such faIlure is not the result of 
Employee's illness or physical or mental incapacity). 
Section 13. Severance Benefits. Upon termination of Employee's employment for any 
reason (mcIuding, without limitation, Employee's disability or the expiration of the initial term of 
this Agreement or any extension thereof or the exercise of AlA's right to tenninate such employment 
without cause under Section 11 hereof) other than for cause or reaching normal retirement age, 
Employee shall be entitled to be paid by AlA a lump sum severance benefit equal to twice the base 
compensation payable to Employee during the twelve-month period immediately proceeding such 
termination. 
Section 14. Seyerability. In case anyone of more of the provisions contained in this 
Agreement or any application thereof shall be invalid, illegal or unenforceable in any respect, the 
validity, legality or unenforceability of the remaining provisions contained herein and any other 
application thereof shall not in any way be affected or impaired thereby. The covenant.s not to 
compete, set forth in Section 9 of this Agreement, are independent of any other covenant or 
provision of this Agreement; and the existence of any daim or cause of action against AlA of any 
company affiliated with or related to M.A, whether predicated on this Agreement, or any other 
agreement, or otherwise, shall not constitute a defense to the enforcement of these covenants. 
Section 15. Applicability ofRestrictiQn~. The restrictions established in Section 9 shall 
apply unconditionally if Employee's employment is tenninated 
(a) for cause; 
(b) by reason of Employee's voluntary resignation at a time other than the 
expiration of the initial term of Employee's employment or any extension thereof; or 
(c) at the expiration of the initial term of Employee's employment or any 
I 
extension thereof. 
The restrictions established in Section 9 shall be inapplicable if the Employee's employment 
is terminated 
(a) by reason of this Agreement's breach by AlA; 
(b) without cause under Section 11 hereof prior to the expiration of the initial 
term of Employee's employment or any extension thereof. 
16. Option to Purchase AlA Stock. 
16.1 Effective Date. The provisions ofSect:ion 16 of this Agreement shall become 
effective at the effective date of the Stock Purchase Agreement between Reed J. Taylor and 
AIA whereby AIA purchases all the Common Stock held by Reed J. Taylor. 
16.2 Qption Grant. .AlA does hereby grant and extend to Employee, effective as 
of the effective date set forth in Section 16.1 hereo£: the L..-fevocable exclusive option 
("Option") to purchase four hundred seventy-five thousand (475,000) of AIA Common Stock 
for $.01 per share at any time during the ten ·year period following the effective date. 
16.3 Exercise. At any time during the option period, Employee may exercise the 
Option to purchase AIA Stock from AIA by delivery of written notice to AIAstating that 
the Option is being exercised. The exercise notice shall be deemed delivered upon delivery 
to AIA at the address set forth in Section 17 hereof: or upon the date of the postmark on the 
envelope containing the notice when mailed in the United States mail, postage prepaid, 
addressed to AlA, at such address. 
i 
16.4 Regulatory Approvals. Closing of Employee's purchase of the AIA Stock 
pursuant to this Agreement is conditioned upon receipt of all required regulatory approvals, 
if any. 
16.5 OQsing. Within ten (10) days after the later of Employee's receipt of notice 
of exercise of the Option or the receipt of all required regulatory approvals of Employee's 
purchase of the AIA Stock:, Employee and AIA shall close the transfer of the AIA Stock as 
. follows: AIA shall deliver to Employee a stock certificate evidencing the AIA Stock. 
Employee, in turn, shall pay the option price for the AIA Stock to AIA in cash or by cashier's 
check. 
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16.6 Further Assuranc~. Employee and AIA hereby covenant and agree to 
execute, on demand, any and all Jegal instruments which may be necessary or convenient to 
carry out the provisions of Section 16 of this Agreement. In particular (but .without 
limitation), Employee and AIA agree to cooperate in preparing and filing with applicable 
insurance regulators, at AIA's expense, all filings for required regulatory approvals. 
Section 17. ,Notices. All notices, requests, demands~ and other communications 
that are required or may be given under this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be 
deemed to have been duIy given if delivered personally or sent by registered or certified 
mail, return receipt requested, postage prepaid: 
To AlA:. 
To the Employee: 
AIA Services Corporatipn 
P.O. Box 538 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
R John Taylor 
2020 Broadview Drive 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Section 18. G~)Verning Law. This Agreement shall be construed and enforced in 
accordance with the laws of the State of Idaho. 
Section 19. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the entire agreement among 
the parties concerning the employment relationship between Employee and AlA There are no 
agreements, representations or warranties concerning the employment relationship between 
Employee and AlA that are not set forth herein. All prior negotiations, agreements and 
understandings are superseded. This Agreement may not be amended or revised except by writing 
signed by both parties. 
Section 20. Binding Effect. This Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the 
benefit of the heirs, legal representatives, and successors of the respective parties; provided, 
however, that this Agreement and all its rights may not be assigned by either party except by or with 
the written consent of the other party. 
Section 21. Counterparts. This Agreement may be executed in any number of 
counterparts, each of which, when bearing original signatures, shall be deemed to be a duplicate 
original. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the day 
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AlA SERVICES CORPORATION 
3L{2/ 
Sep 03 08 08:00p . Knight t1!~ ~ 
RODERICK C. BOND (Pro Hac Vice) 
NED A. CANNON, ISB No. 2331 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL, ISB No. 5762 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, VVA 99201 
Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TA YLOR and 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
AFFIDA VIT OF W.H. KNIGHT, JR. - 1 
Case No.: CV -07-00208 
AFFIDAVIT OF VV.H. KNIGHT, JR. IN 
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF REED 
TAYLOR'S MOTION TO RELINQUISH 
COLLATERAL AND MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND 
LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP, CLEMENTS 
BROVVN & MCNICHOLS, P.A., AND 




STA TE OF WASHINGTON) 
) 5S: 
COUNTY OF KING ) 
I, W.H. Knight, Jr., being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am over the age of eighteen years, competent to testify in court, and 
make this Affidavit based upon my personal knowledge and expertise. 
2. In 1976, I earned B.A. degrees in Economics, Speech, and Political 
Science from the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. In 1979, I earned a J.D. 
from Columbia University. I have taught at several law schools, including the University 
ofIowa, Duke University, and Wake Forest University. I am presently a professor at the 
University of Washington School of Law and a Visiting Professor at Seattle University 
School of Law. I am licensed to practice law in the state of New York. 
3. From 2001 to 2007, I served as Dean of the University of Washington 
School of Law. I am currently teaching law students and graduate business students in 
the Community Development and Entrepreneurship Clinic at Seattle University. I will 
also teach a course on Financial Institutions Law in January. 
4. My areas of expertise are Banking and Financial Institutions Law, 
Payments Systems, Commercial Transactions, Contracts, Debtor-Creditor Law, and 
Contracts Theory. I have written numerous articles in these areas, including three 
academic texts. I am a member of the American Law Institute and currently serve as an 
elected member of the Executive Committee of the Association of American Law 
Schools. An abbreviated copy of my Curriculum Vitae is attached as Exhibit A. 
5. From 1979 to 1983, I served Associate Counsel and Assistant Secretary 
for Colonial Bancorp/Colonial Bank, a $1.3 Billion bank holding company in 
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Connecticut (now a part of Bank of America). Some of my responsibilities included loan 
documentation for domestic and international operations, regulatory compliance, and new 
product development. 
6. Based upon my education, knowledge, experience, knowledge of banking 
and commercial law, and, my review of documents in this matter, including: the Affidavit 
of Roderick e. Bond in Support of Motion to Relinquish Collateral and Motion to 
Disqualify Counsel (including the attached exhibits to both Affidavits); various 
transcripts of the deposition of R. John Taylor; Financial Statements of AlA Services 
Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc.; various pleadings filed in the above-referenced 
matter (including, without limitation, the Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond in Support of 
Plaintiffs Motion for Temporary Restraining Order); Reed Taylor's Motion to 
Disqualify; the Idaho Rules of Professional Conduct; and various Idaho Code Sections on 
Secured Transactions (including I.C. § 28-9-601, et seq.) and Corporations (including 
I.e. § 30-1-722), I make the following opinions: 
a. Reed Taylor is a secured creditor of AlA Services Corporation and AlA 
Insurance, Inc. 
b. Reed Taylor has a perfected security interest in the funds derived from all 
of the commissions and related services of AlA Services Corporation and AlA 
Insurance, Inc. 
c. As a secured party, Reed Taylor has the contractual right to vote the shares 
of AlA Insurance, Inc. and to take possession of the funds derived from the 
commissions and related services of AlA Services Corporation and AlA Insurance, 
Inc. to satisfy the obligations owed to him. 
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d. Reed Taylor has the contractual right to sell the shares of AlA Insurance, 
Inc. in accordance with the contractual rights granted to him by AIA Services 
Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc. and any applicable Idaho law. 
e. Reed Taylor has been, and appears to be, the most significant creditor of 
AlA Services Corporation. AlA Services Corporation does not appear to be capable 
of meeting its contractual obligation to Reed Taylor. 
f. Pursuant to his contractual rights, Reed Taylor should be granted 
immediate possession of AlA Insurance, Inc. and all funds derived from the 
commissions and related services of both AlA Insurance, Inc. and AlA Services 
Corporation. 
g. The value of AlA Insurance, Inc. appears to have been impaired by the 
actions of the defendants: 1) to guarantee the debt of another company; 2) to pay 
their individual attorneys fees and costs; and 3) to relocate assets outside the reach of 
AlA Insurance to Crop USA and others. The individual defendants do not appear to 
be operating in the best interests of AlA Services Corporation and AlA Insurance, 
Inc. 
h. Based upon the allegations in the Fifth Amended Complaint and the 
evidence that I have reviewed, AlA Services Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc. 
have valid claims against R. John Taylor and other responsible individuals and 
entities that should be pursued. AlA Services Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc. 
should pursue claims on behalf of the corporations against all responsible parties to 
recover funds and resources taken from the corporations. 
i. Because of the significant claims of fraud and corporate malfeasance 
AFFIDAVIT OF \V.R. KNIGHT, JR. - 4 
TE2T-S2L.-S02 dSS:BO BO EO das 
against R. John Taylor, AlA Senrices Corporation, ALA Insurance, Inc., and Crop 
USA Insurance Agency, Inc., all of the foregoing parties should have retained 
separate counsel as they all have diverging interests. Even if there was not evidence 
of significant fraud and corporate malfeasance against the named defendants, AlA 
Insurance, Inc. should have retained separate counsel because the company was 
pledged to Reed Taylor as collateral for the $6,000,000 promissory note. Because 
the promissory note was not paid on August 1, 2005, as required by the written terms 
of the note. As of that date, Reed Taylor had the right to self-help satisfaction by 
seizing possession of the pledged collateral-all assets of AlA Insurance. 
J. Because of the significant claims alleged against R. John Taylor, Connie 
Taylor and James Beck, the board of directors of AlA Services Corporation should 
appoint an independent and disinterested person or committee to direct the litigation 
in this action. 
k. To ensure the interests of justice and fair play are served, the lawyers and 
law firms of Clements, Brown & McNichols, P.A., Quarles & Brady LLP, and 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP should be disqualified and AlA Services 
Corporation, R. John Taylor and Crop USA should all retain separate counsel. 
Finally, it is not appropriate for R. John Taylor, AlA Services and/or ALA Insurance 
to participate in any joint defense agreement because of the conflicts of interest 
among them that cannot be resolved. 
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DATED: ThiS3n1daYOfSePtember'20~.~_, 
W.H. Knight, Jr.~ 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 3rd day of September, 2008. 
. ~ -: ...... 
·J(U1S e IA.- A· tjfl/L-c - __ '~:" -:> . 
Notary Public for Washington' :;-,,- -:.- . ".:'::-: 
Residing at: ---lk~i~·~~::L!.!;..L..:f-""'·-c::-·":;':":;~:"":~·~ -' .: -:. 
My commission eX' Ires: -----=--~..L-...::..::; 
-- - .. ' 
~ N ~_ "::; ,'_ • - ..... 
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University of Washington School of Law 
William H. Gates Hall 
Box 353020 





W. H. KNIGHT, JR. (JOE) 
University of Washington School of Law, Seattle, Washington. Dean and Professor of Law, since 2001. 
Responsible for the administrative and academic leadership of an interdisciplinary law school of 660 students (506 
J.D. and 154 LLM and PhD. students). Chief spokesperson for the school to all public communities, members of 
the bench and bar, and the nearly 7900 living alumni of the school. 
University of Iowa College of Law, Iowa City, Iowa. Professor, 1988-2001. Acting Associate Dean, 1991-1993. 
Associate Professor 1983 to 1988. Courses taught include: The Federal Regulation of Commercial Banking; 
Seminars on International Banking, Bank Holding Company Law, and Failed Financial Institutions; Commercial 
Paper, Commercial Transactions; Contracts; Debtor-Creditor Relations; International Business Transactions; Law 
& Social Change: Apartheid in South Africa (jointly taught seminar), Secured Transactions; and, seminars in 
Critical Race Theory and Form & Milieu in the Arts (undergraduate interdisciplinary course, 1991-92). 
University of Iowa, Vice Provost, 1997-2000. 
The Office of the Provost appoints and provides administrative leadership for all academic units on the campus, 
including the University's ten colleges, the Division of Continuing Education, the University Library, and the 
Museum of Art. The Provost advises the president on all issues that affect the academic environment of the 
University, assumes final responsibility for all promotion and tenure decisions, and ensures the validity and 
usefulness of all academic reviews. Participated in decisions on all University-wide issues, including budget 
preparation, resource allocation, and relationships with members of the Board of Regents, the legislative and 
executive branches of state government, University governance, and research policy and support. The Vice 
Provost also had primary responsibility for advancing many of the University's strategic planning goals related to 
undergraduate and graduate education, the development of interdisciplinary professional education, recruiting and 
retaining excellent faculty, distinguished scholarship, and a culturally diverse University The Vice Provost also 
worked with the office's six associate provosts, each of whom had principal responsible for one of the following 
areas: undergraduate education, graduate education, faculty development, diversity, international programs, and 
health sciences. 
Washington University School of Law, St. Louis, Missouri. Visiting Professor, Summer, 1992. Banking Law and 
Regulation. 
Duke University School of Law, Durham, North Carolina. Visiting Professor, 1991. Taught the entire Contracts 
component and team-taught (with Lawrence Baxter) Banking Law. Selected Distinguished Teacher for the year 
and invited speaker at 1991 commencement ceremonies. 
Colonial Bancorp/Colonial Bank, Waterbury, Connecticut. Associate Counsel and Assistant Secretary, 
1979-1983. Counsel to $1.3 billion bank holding company and subsidiaries. Responsibilities included advising 
domestic and international operations on loan documentation, regulatory compliance and new product 
development. Particular experience in regulatory compliance, commercial loan development, and loan workouts. 
University of Bridgeport School of Law, Bridgeport, Connecticut. 
Adjunct Professor, 1981-1983. Lecturer in Debtor-Creditor Relations. 
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PUBLICATIONS: 
"The Leadership Void in American Higher Education" (in progress). 
"Financial Consolidation and the Future of the Community Reinvestment Act" (in draft). 
"The Dean as Catalyst" (in draft). 
Amicus Brief, American Law Deans Association, U.S. Supreme Court, Grutter v. Bollinger (2003). 
"Taking Rights Less Seriously--A New Paradigm for Legal Education in the 21st Century", in LEGAL EDUCATION FOR 
THE 21 ST CENTURY, D. B. King, editor (1999). 
"Standing on the Corner-Trying to Find A Way", 1998 Iowa Journal of Gender Race & Justice 1. 
COMMERCIAL TRANSACTIONS UNDER THE UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE, with D. King, C. Kuenzel, and 
B. Stone, Matthew Bender (1997). Published separately as: 
SALES LAW 
COMMERCIAL PAYMENT SYSTEMS 
SECURED TRANSACTIONS (1997) 
"Weep Not Little Ones: An Essay for Our Children About Affirmative Action" (with Adrien K. Wing), African 
Americans and the Living Constitution, Eds. J.H. Franklin, G.R. McNeil, Smithsonian Press (1995). 
Contracts. Iowa Bar Review School, Inc. Bar materials reviewing both the common and statutory law of Iowa 
contract law, including sales transactions under article two of the Uniform Commercial Code (1993). 
"Article 2A--Personal Property Leases and Lease Treatment in Bankruptcy." Continuing Legal Education Materials, 
University of Iowa College of Law, 1992. 
"Brave New World: A Brief Sojourn Through the Commercial Payments System: Articles 3, 4, & 4A, of the Uniform 
Commercial Code." Continuing Legal Education Materials, University of Iowa College of Law, 1992. 
"A Good-Faith Approach to Arbitration", op-ed article, Des Moines Register, April 2, 1991. 
"To Thine Own Self Be True: One Person's Search for Scholarship", 10 St. Louis U. Pub. L. Rev. 169 (1991). 
Review, Black Robes, White Justice, by Bruce Wright (Lyle Stuart, 1987). 10 National Black Law Journal 365 
(1988). 
"International Debt and the Act of State Doctrine: Judicial Abstention Reconsidered" 13 North Carolina Journal of 
International Law and Commercial Regulation 35 (1988). 
"Loan Participation Agreements: Catching Up With Contract Law", 1987 Columbia Business Law Review 587. 
"The Never-Ending Story: Failed Iowa Banks". Continuing Legal Education Seminar materials, University of Iowa 
College of Law, 1987. 
"No Laughing Matter: The Strange and Mysterious World of UCC Article Two in Iowa". 1987 annual meeting of the 
Iowa Bar Association. 
Iowa Contracts & Sales. Iowa Bar Review School, Inc. (1986). Bar review materials on both the common and 
statutory law of Iowa contracts, including sales transactions under article two of the Uniform Commercial Code 
(updated 1988). 
"Fed is Too Important to be Pawn in Political Games," op-ed article, Des Moines Register, January 5, 1987. 
"Of Regulation and Governance", Review and Essay of In Banks We Trust, by Penny Lernoux. 11 Journal of 
Corporation Law 1095 (Summer 1985). 
"How To Conduct Legal Research", Jailhouse Lawyers' Manual, vols. 9-10, Columbia Human Rights Law Review, 
Spring-Summer, 1978 (revised in 1986). 
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Translator and editor, R. Medeiros deFronseca, Law and the Condition of Women in Brazil, Law and the Status of 
Women: An International Symposium, Columbia University Human Rights Law Review, Fall, 1978. 
SPEECHES & PRESENTATIONS: 
Law School Admissions Post-Grutter, American Bar Association Annual Meeting, San Francisco, August, 2003. 
Balancing Time and Money---The Law Dean as Funds Manager and Fundraiser, ABA Development Conference, 
Jackson Hole, WY, June, 2003. 
"Changing our Thinking about the Legal Profession of Tomorrow", National Association for Law Placement Annual 
Conference, Seattle, January, 2003 
"Diversity and Leadership in Higher Education," Committee on Inter-Institutional Cooperation, Academic 
Leadership Program, October 2001. 
"Academic Leadership and the Role of the Washington State Attorney General's Office", September 2001. 
"Academic Leadership, Myth or Reality", Iowa City, Iowa April 2001. 
"Taking Rights Less Seriously--A New Paradigm For Legal Education in the 21st Century", St. Louis, Missouri, 
October 1999. 
"Race, Scholarship & Voice: Journeys in the Academy", Gender Race & Justice Symposium, University of Iowa, 
1998. 
"The Fat Lady Hasn't Begun to Sing: A History of the U.S. Civil Rights Commission", Annual Meeting of the Iowa 
Civil Rights Commission, 1996 (repeated upon request in1997 as part of the City of Iowa City's Martin Luther King 
Birthday Celebration). 
Commentary, "Making the Invisible Visible: Current Perspectives", Symposium, Journal of Gender, Race, & 
Justice, 1996. 
"Developing a Commercial Code" lectures before the faculty and student body of Frankho University, Lviv, 
Ukraine, 1995. 
"Taking Rights Less Seriously--A New Paradigm For Legal Education in the 21st Century", Central States Law 
Schools Association, 1995 
"In Search of Value: A Report from the Slovak Republic", November 1993, Big Ten Financial Officers Meeting, 
Amana, Iowa. 
"In Memory of Justice Thurgood Marshall", Moderator, Iowa College of Law Tribute, February 5, 1993. 
"Onward Through the Fog: Nothing to Fear But Fear Itself," Banquet Speaker, Iowa Law School Class of 1992, 
May 1992. 
"Strategies for Color: How to Develop and Foster Diversity on Law School Faculties," University of Minnesota 
School of Law, April 1992. 
"Nothing to Fear", commencement speech, Duke University School of Law, May 1991. 
To Thine Own Self Be True, Minority Law Teachers' Conference, University of Cincinnati College of Law, October 
1990. 
"An African-American Griot: Story-telling in the Commercial Law Classroom". Paper presented at the Narrative in 
the Human Sciences Conference sponsored by The Project on Rhetoric of Inquiry, July 1990. 
Points of Intersection: Government Contracts and the Uniform Commercial Code. Speech given before the 
National Contract Management Association. 1990. 
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Debt-Equity Swaps--Boon or Boondoggle? Working paper, Iowa College of Law, 1988. 
The Farm Credit Crisis-The Market Economy at Work: An Evaluation of Current Legislative Proposals, Lecture, 
National Lawyers' Guild, 1985. 
Perfection of a Security Interest in Securities Underlying Repurchase Agreements: Article 8 of the Uniform 
Commercial Code, University of Iowa College of Law, 1983. 
The Development of Nigerian Law and Public Enterprise, research paper presented to members of the faculty of 
the Columbia University Graduate School of Education, 1979. 
OTHER ACADEMIC CONTRIBUTIONS: 
Chair, ABAlAALS Site Inspection Team, University of Florida Law School, spring, 2003. 
Member, Board of Trustees, Law School Admissions Council, 2001-present; Finance and Legal Affairs 
Committee, 1998-2000; Audit Committee 1997-98. 
Member, American Law Institute's Consultative Committees for Revisions to Articles 2, 5, and 9 of the Uniform 
Commercial Code, 1992-present. 
Membership Review Committee, Association of American Law Schools, 1998-2000. 
Slovakian Republic Task Force Member, Bankruptcy & Debt Resolution, 1993, Bratislava, Slovakia. 
Governmental ConSUltation with Ministries of Finance and Agriculture on the transition to a market economy. 
Co-Commentator, Institute for Law School Teaching, "Effective Teaching Methods--Teaching to the Whole Class"--
Gonzaga University School of Law, 1997. 
ABAlAALS Site Inspection Team Member: Cornell University Law School, November 1996. 
ABAlAALS Site Inspection Team Member, University of Maryland, October 1995. 
Council on Legal Education Opportunity [CLEOj--Visiting Faculty on Agency and Partnership Law, Wake Forest 
University School of Law (1989); Contract Law (1988) and Agency and Partnership (1985), University of Iowa 
College of Law (developed materials for use in each course). 
Participant, Emory University's Law + Economics Institute, Dartmouth College, Hanover, New Hampshire. July 
1985. 
Advisor, BLSA Frederick Douglass Moot Court Competition, 1985-present. 
Moderator, Practicing Law Institute, Banks and Their Borrowers, October 1984. 
Planning Committee and Panelist, Association of American Law Schools, New Teachers' Conference, Summer, 
1984. 
BAR ADMISSION: 
Licensed to practice before all state courts in the state of New York and the federal courts for the Southern and 
Eastern districts of New York. 
PROFESSIONAL MEMBERSHIPS AND ACTIVITIES: 
American Law Institute 
American Bar Association 
American and Iowa Civil Liberties Union 
National Bar Association 
National Conference of Black Lawyers 
Society of American Law Teachers 
Member, Board of Trustees, Law School Admissions Council, 2001-2003. 
Membe..r:, Law School Admissions Councj~ Audit Committee 1997-1999 
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Member, Law School Admissions Council, Finance and Legal Affairs Committee 1999-2001 
Association of American Law Schools-Membership Review Committee, 1997-2000. 
Member, Board of Directors, State Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance Company, 1996-present 
Member, Board of Directors, State Farm Life Insurance Company, 1997-present. 
Member, Board of Directors, State Farm Fire and Casualty Company, 1995-present. 
Member, Executive Committee, State Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance Company, 1999-present. 
COLLEGE & UNIVERSITY ACTIVITIES (a self-selected sample): 
Member, University of Iowa, Internal Audit Review Committee, Spring, 1997. 
Member, Provost Search Committee, University of Iowa, Spring, 1996. 
Member, University of Iowa Review Committee, College of Liberal Arts, 1994-95 
Trustee, University of Iowa College of Law Foundation, 1989-present; Secretary, 1990-1995. 
Member, University of Iowa College of Law Self-Study Committee, 1992. 
Member, University of Iowa College of Law Faculty Appointments Committee, 1990-present. 
Member, University of Iowa Committee on the Selection of Central Academic Officials, 1988-1990. 
Member, University of Iowa Presidential Review Committee, 1989-1991 
Member, University of Iowa Search Committee, Vice President for Academic Affairs, 1988-1989. 
Chair, University of Iowa Cultural Affairs Committee, 1988-1991. 
Member, University of Iowa College of Law Strategic Planning Committee, 1989-1991. 
Member, University of Iowa College of Law Admissions Committee, 1985-1997; Chair, 1988-1991. 
Member, University of Iowa College of Law Curriculum Committee, 1988-1997 
Member, University of Iowa Human Rights Committee, 1984-87. 
CIVIC ACTIVITIES: 
Member, Breakfast Group, Seattle, Washington 2001-present. 
Director, Mid-Eastern Council on Chemical Abuse, 1992-2001. 
Assistant Basketball Coach, Amateur Athletic Union, Iowa City Heat, 1998-2001. 
Director, Willowwind School (k-6), 1992-1998. 
Assistant Soccer Coach, Iowa City Kickers, 1992-94. 
Member, Planning Committee, 25th Anniversary of the Iowa Civil Rights Commission, 1990. 
Iowa City Chapter of the NAACP, 1985-present; President, 1987-90. 
Member, Trinity Episcopal Church, 1984-present; vestry member 1994-1997; senior warden, 1996-97. 
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RODERICK C. BOND (Pro Hac Vice) 
NED A. CANNON, ISB No. 2331 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL, ISB No. 5762 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
FILED 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
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AFFIDA VII OF DONNA 1. TAYLOR IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISQUALIFY 
THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY 
LLP, CLEMENTS BROWN & 




STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss: 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
I, Donna 1. Taylor, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am over the age of eighteen years, am competent to testify in court, am 
the plaintiff in another action against R. John Taylor, and make this Affidavit based upon 
my personal knowledge. 
2. I am the holder of all of the outstanding Series A Preferred Shares in AlA 
Services Corporation. I have not been paid in full as required by the Series A Preferred 
Shareholder Agreement. My Preferred A Shareshave payment priority over any other 
preferred shares (including the Preferred C Shares) and all of the common shares of AlA 
Services. I had no knowledge of the over $1.5 Million that John Taylor transferred to 
Crop USA. I would never have consented to such a transaction when I was not paid in 
full as required. I understand that John Taylor has been testifying that it was 
"appropriate" for AlA Insurance to "repurchase" the Preferred C Shares that somehow 
ended up being held by Crop USA. My shares had priority over those funds and I believe 
that John Taylor is protecting his own interests, along with other parties who have a 
vested interest in not seeing me or Reed get paid. I also have never consented to Crop 
USA being formed and operated as a separate entity from AlA Services or AlA 
Insurance. 
3. Shortly after I filed suit against John Taylor, AlA Services ceased making 
any of the required payments owed to me. I understand that AlA Services is also not 
paying Reed Taylor any money. Under the terms of the Series A Preferred Shareholder 
Agreement, AlA Services is obligated to appoint me or a person of my choice to the 
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board of directors of AlA Services. For over 5 years, I have not received any notices of 
board meeting nor has John Taylor contacted me regarding board meeting. 
4. I have not consented, nor will I ever consent, to Hawley Troxell or any 
lawyer at the firm representing AlA Services, AlA Insurance, John Taylor or any other 
party to this action. 
5. I have not consented, nor will I ever consent, to Quarles & Brady or any 
lawyer at the firm representing AlA Services, AlA Insurance, John Taylor or any other 
party to this action. 
6. I have never consented, nor will I ever consent, to Clements, Brown & 
McNichols or any lawyer at the firm representing AlA Services, AlA Insurance, John 
Taylor or any other party to this action. 
7. I have not consented, nor will I ever consent, to Clements, Brown & 
McNichols or any lawyer at the firm representing John Taylor in the action in which I am 
the plaintiff and have brought claims against John Taylor. 
8. At no time has any attorney representing any of the above defendants or 
any of the defendants themselves, contacted me to inquire whether I would consent to 
any representation of the defendants in this action. I have also never provided any 
consent for any Joint Defense or Joint Retainer Agreements involving the defendants. 
9. I request that the Court disqualify counsel for AlA Services, AlA 
Insurance and John Taylor to ensure proper and ethical legal representation is in place. 
The attorneys representing the defendants have not looked after my interests, even though 
I have priority over the other individual defendants and common shareholders. 
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DATED: This 3rd day of September, 2008. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 3rd day of September, 2008. 
C~R!N S, PACKWOOD 
NOTAFiY PUBLIC 
QTATE OF IDAHO 
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RODERICK C. BOND (Pro Hac Vice) 
NED A. CANNON, ISB No. 2331 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL, ISB No. 5762 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed 1. Taylor 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED 1. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
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SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISQUALIFY 
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HA WLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY 
LLP, CLEMENTS BROWN & 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss; 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
I, Reed 1. Taylor, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am over the age of eighteen years, competent to testify in court, am the 
plaintiff in this action, and make this Affidavit based upon my personal knowledge. 
2. I am owed over $9,000,000 (including attorneys' fees) by AlA Services 
and the defendants. I have complied with all of the court's orders, including the Court's 
injunction against me. All the while, the assets of AlA Services and AlA Insurance have 
been depleted and used for the benefit of John Taylor and others. John Taylor has 
transferred all of the office employees to Crop USA. I have listened to many arguments 
made by defense attorneys knowing that they are not representing the facts to the court 
and knowing that John Taylor and other parties have been unlawfully preventing me from 
exercising my contractual rights. 
3. Even though I am required to be a board member of AlA Services until 
my debt is paid in full, I have not received a notice of any board meetings or been 
provided the opportunity to attend any board meetings for over 5 years. The attorneys 
representing AlA Insurance and AlA Services only care about getting paid and protecting 
John Taylor. I have not seen anything to indicate that they are truly looking after the 
companies' interests at all. 
4. Last May, AlA Services stopped making any payments to me and stopped 
paying the wages of my employees. The attorneys have never had a hearing to pay the 
money into the court registry as the represented to the court, yet they continue to not pay 
me. The value of AlA Insurance decreases every day as the commissions it receives are 
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from policies that were issued years ago. Meanwhile, my brother continues to take 
money out of the corporations. The defendants have never properly represented to the 
Court that the present business model for AlA Insurance is broken and that there is likely 
no more than 2 more years of commissions left and then AlA Insurance is effectively 
dead, unless I am able to revive it. In addition, Trustmark could terminate AlA 
Insurance's contract any year. AlA Insurance has no saleable insurance products that 
will stop this downward trend. My brother has promised for years that AlA Insurance 
would be obtaining a new proprietary product, yet nothing ever materializes. I was 
present in my attorneys' office when James Gatziolis even confirmed that there was 
probably no more than 2 years left for AlA Insurance to receive commissions and that the 
gross amount for those years would probably not exceed $2 Million. 
5. The $200,000 bond set by the court will not even pay one-half of my 
attorneys' fees that I have incurred to date in this matter. Even if I wasn't a creditor, the 
attorneys are still not looking after AlA Services and AlA Insurance's best interests. 
They are looking after John Taylor, Connie Taylor, James Beck, Mike Cashman, and 
JoLee Duclos' interests. 
6. My Motion to Disqualify and my lawsuits against the attorneys are not 
being brought for harassment purposes. The money is going out the back door and being 
inappropriately utilized by the defendants, including for the payment of attorneys fees in 
this action and other actions. If the Motion to Disqualify is not granted, I am confident 
that I will never get a fair trial and that the money and assets will all be gone by the time 
a trial has taken place. For example, there are documents that we have obtained 
inadvertently or through other sources that have not been produced by any of the 
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attorneys. It is obvious to me that the attorneys will hold back documents and prevent 
discovery in this action. They have already cost me tens of thousands of dollars in 
needless attorneys' fees. I also do not believe the attorneys will ever produce documents 
that they know will damage them in my case against them. 
7. I have not consented, nor will I ever consent, to Hawley Troxell or any 
lawyer at the firm representing AlA Services, AlA Insurance, John Taylor or any other 
party to this action. 
8. I have not consented, nor will I ever consent, to Quarles & Brady or any 
lawyer at the firm representing AlA Services, AlA Insurance, John Taylor or any other 
party to this action. 
9. I have never consented, nor will I ever consent, to Clements, Brown & 
McNichols or any lawyer at the firm representing AlA Services, AlA Insurance, John 
Taylor or any other party to this action. 
10. I have not consented, nor will I ever consent, to Clements, Brown & 
McNichols or any lawyer at the firm representing John Taylor in the action in which 
Donna Taylor is suing him for damages. 
DATED: This 3rd day of September, 2008. 
Reed J. Taylor 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 3rd day of September, 2008. 
ERIN S. PACKWOOD 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO 
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RODERICK C. BOND (Pro Hac Vice) 
NED A. CANNON, ISBA #2331 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL, ISB No. 5762 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, WA 99201 
Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
ALA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; ALA INSURANCE, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and CONNIE 
TAYLOR, individually and the community 
property comprised thereof; BRYAN 
FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE DUCLOS, 
a single person; CROP USA INSURANCE 
AGENCY, INC., an Idaho Corporation; and 
JAMES BECK and CORRINE BECK, 
individually and the community property 
comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 1 
Case No.: CV-07-00208 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON PLAINTIFF 
REED TAYLOR'S MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND 
LA W FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP; CLEMENTS, 
BROWN & MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND 
QUARLES & BRADY LLP 
ORIGI At 
31141 
Plaintiff Reed Taylor has scheduled for hearing, with oral argument, Reed Taylor's 
Motion to Disqualify the Attorneys and Law Firms of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, 
Clements, Brown & McNichols, P.A., and Quarles & Brady LLP, to be heard at 10 a.m. on 
Thursday, September 18, 2008, or as soon as possible thereafter, at the Nez Perce County 
Courthouse, 1230 Main Street, Lewiston, ID 83501. 
DATED: This 4th day of September, 2008. 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 2 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & RBY PLLC 
By:-'-/;i'~~~~~-;i"------­
oderick C.'Bond i 
Ned A. Cannon 
Michael S. Bissell 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Roderick C. Bond, declare that, on the date indicated below, I served a true and correct 
copy of Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor's Notice of Hearing; Motion to Disqualify the Attorneys and 
Law Firms of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, Clements, Brown & McNichols, P .A., and 
Quarles & Brady LLP; Affidavit of Peter R. Jarvis; Affidavit of W.H. Knight, Jr.; Affidavit of 
Reed Taylor; Affidavit of Donna Taylor; and Supplemental Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond on 
the following parties via the methods indicated below: 
David A. Gittins 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Attorney for Defendants JoLee Duclos and 
Bryan Freeman 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
Attorney for R. John Taylor 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Blake & Cox 
1106 Idaho St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Attorney for Connie Taylor, James Beck and 
Corrine Beck 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 
Attorneys for AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and 
Crop USA Insurance Agency 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 3 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady LLP 
Citigroup Center, 500 West Madison Street 
Suite 3700 
Chicago, IL 60661-2511 
Attorneys for Crop USA Insurance Agency 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Signed this 4th day of September, 2008, at Lewiston, Idaho. 
NOTICE OF HEARING - 4 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
324 Main Street 
P.O. Box 1225 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208-746-9947 
208-746-5886 (fax) 
ISB # 2129 
CharlesABrown@cableone.net 
Attorney for Intervenor, 401(k) Profit Sharing Plan 
of the AIA Services Corporation. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 









AIA SERVICES CORP., an Idaho ) 
corporation; AIA INSURANCE INC., an Idaho) 
corporation, R. JOHN TAYLOR and CONNIE ) 
TAYLOR, individually and the community ) 
property comprised thereof; BRYAN ) 
FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE DUCLOS,) 
a single person; CROP USA INSURANCE ) 
AGENCY, INC., an Idaho Corporation; and ) 
JAMES BECK and CORRINE BECK, ) 
individually and the community property ) 
comprised thereof; ) 
Defendants. 
AIA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; and AIA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Counter-Claimants, 
INTERVENOR'S PROPOSED PLEADING IF 
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INTERVENOR'S PROPOSED 
PLEADING IF GRANTED 
TO INTERVENE 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main SI. 















REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, ) 
) 
Counterdefendant. ) 
COMES NOW the Intervenor, 401(k) PROFIT SHARING PLAN OF AIA 
SERVICES CORPORATION, by and through its attorney of record, Charles A. Brown, and attached 
hereto its proposed pleading if its motion to intervene is granted. 
DATED on this 4th day of September, 2008. 
INTERVENOR'S PROPOSED PLEADING IF 
GRANTED TO INTERVENE 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney for Intervenor, 401(k) Plan 
of AIA Services Corporation 
2 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 (fax) 
3LiLf(' 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was: 
0 mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post OffIce to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
OffIce to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
~ Emailed to: rod@scblega1.com 
0 mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and 
deposited in the United States Post OffIce to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fust 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
OffIce to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
ill Emailed to: mbissell@cbklawyers.com 
0 mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post OffIce to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
OffIce to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery to: 
0 hand delivered to: 
~ Emailed to: mmcnichols@clbrmc.com 
0 mailed by regular fust class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post OffIce to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
OffIce to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
~ Emailed to: gdb@hteh.com & jash@hteh.com 
INTERVENOR'S PROPOSED PLEADING IF 
GRANTED TO INTERVENE 3 
Roderick C. Bond, Esq. @ 746-8421 
Ned A. Cannon, Esq. 
Smith, Cannon & Bond, PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Plaintiff] 
Michael S. Bissell, Esq. @ 509-455-7111 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
416 Symons Building 
7 South Howard Street 
Spokane, VVA 99201 
[Attorneys for Plaintiff] 
Michael E. McNichols, Esq. @ 746-0753 
Bentley G. Stromberg, Esq. 
Clements, Brown & McNichols, P.A. 
321 13th Street 
P.O. Box 1510 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Defendant R John Taylor] 
Gary D. Babbitt, Esq. @ 208-342-3829 
D. John Ashby, Esq. 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
[Attorneys for Defendants AIA Services 
Corporation, AIA Insurance, Inc., and CropUSA 
Insurance Agency] 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 (fax) 
3J.{L{7 
0 mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post OffIce to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
Office to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
'tl Emailed to: jjg@quarles.com & 
charper@quarles.com 
0 mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post OffIce to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
OffIce to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
JZl Emailed to: david@gittinslaw.com 
0 mailed by regular fIrst class mail, and deposited 
in the United States Post OffIce to: 
0 sent by facsimile to: 
0 sent by facsimile and mailed by regular fIrst 
class mail, deposited in the United States Post 
OffIce to: 
0 sent by Federal Express, overnight delivery 
0 hand delivered to: 
19 Emailed to: David@rbcox.com 
on this 4th day of September, 2008. 
CL J! L----
INTERVENOR'S PROPOSED PLEADING IF 
GRANTED TO INTERVENE 4 
James J. Gatziolis, Esq. @ 312-715-5155 
Charles E. Harper, Esq. 
Quarles & Brady LLP 
Citigroup Center, Suite 3700 
500 West Madison Street 
Chicago, IL 60661-2511 
[Attorneys for Defendant CropUSA Insurance 
Agency] 
David A. Gittins, Esq. @ 758-3576 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
843 Seventh Street 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
[Attorney for Defendants Duclos & Freeman] 
David R. Risley, Esq. @ 743-1266 
Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
1106 Idaho Street 
P.O. Box 446 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorney for Defendants Connie Taylor & James 
and Corrine Beck] 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St. 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 (fax) 
3'-14! 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
324 Main Street 
P.O. Box 1225 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208-746-9947 
208-746-5886 (fax) 
ISB # 2129 
CharlesABrown@cableone.net 
Attorney for Intervenor, 401(k) Profit Sharing Plan 
for the AIA Services Corporation. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 









AIA SERVICES CORP., an Idaho ) 
corporation; AIA INSURANCE INC., an Idaho) 
corporation, R. JOHN TAYLOR and CONNIE ) 
TAYLOR, individually and the community ) 
property comprised thereof; BRYAN ) 
FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE DUCLOS,) 
a single person; CROP USA INSURANCE ) 
AGENCY, INC., an Idaho Corporation; and ) 
JAMES BECK and CORRINE BECK, ) 
individually and the community property ) 





AIA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; and AIA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Counter-Claimants, 
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INTERVENOR'S ANSWER TO 
FIFTH AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AS FILED BY REED J. TAYLOR 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 














REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, ) 
) 
Counterdefendant. ) 
401 (K) PROFIT SHARING PLAN FOR ) 
THE AIA SERVICES CORPORATION ) 
) 
Intervenor. ) 
COMES NOW the Intervenor, 401(k) Profit Sharing Plan for the AIA Services 
Corporation, by and through its counsel of record, Charles A. Brown, submits this Intervenor's Answer 
to the Fifth Amended Complaint as filed by Reed J. Taylor. This Intervenor responds to Plaintiffs 
Fifth Amended Complaint (the "Complaint") as follows: 
FIRST DEFENSE 
Plaintiff's Fifth Amended Complaint, and each and every claim and allegation thereof, 
fails to state a claim against this Intervenor upon which relief can be granted. 
SECOND DEFENSE 
Intervenor denies each and every allegation contained in Plaintiff's Complaint unless 
expressly and specifically admitted herein. 
INTERVENOR'S ANSWER TO 
FIFTH AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AS FILED BY REED J. TAYLOR -2 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 
INTERVENOR'S PROPOSED PLEADING IF GRANTED TO INTERVENE 345"0 
PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE 
1. This Intervenor admits the allegations in paragraph 1.1 of the Complaint. 
2. This Intervenor admits the allegations in paragraph 1.2 of the Complaint. 
3. This Intervenor admits the allegations in paragraph 1.3 of the Complaint. 
4. This Intervenor admits the allegations in paragraph 1.4 of the Complaint. 
5. Answering paragraph 1.5 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that R. 
John Taylor ("John Taylor") and Connie Taylor were husband and wife until on or about 
December 16, 2005, and at all relevant times were residents of Lewiston, Nez Perce County, 
Idaho. This Intervenor denies all other allegations in paragraph 1.5 of the Complaint not 
otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
6. This Intervenor admits the allegations in paragraph 1.6 of the Complaint. 
7. This Intervenor admits the allegations in paragraph 1.7 of the Complaint. 
8. This Intervenor admits the allegations in paragraph 1.8 of the Complaint. 
9. Answering paragraph 1.9 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
James Beck and Corrine Beck are residents of the State of Minnesota and denies all other 
allegations in paragraph 1.9 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
10. Paragraph 1.10 of the Complaint states a legal conclusion to which no 
response is required. 
11. Paragraph 1.11 of the Complaint states a legal conclusion to which no 
response is required. 
FACTUAL BACKGROUND 
12. Answering paragraph 2.1 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
John Taylor was, at all relevant times, an officer and director of AIA Services, AIA Insurance, 
INTERVENOR'S ANSWER TO 
FIFTH AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AS FILED BY REED J. TAYLOR -3 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 
INTERVENOR'S PROPOSED PLEADING IF GRANTED TO INTERVENE 
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and CropUSA, and that he owns approximately 40% of the outstanding shares of CropUSA. 
This Intervenor denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.1 of the Complaint not otherwise 
specifically admitted herein. 
13. Answering paragraph 2.2 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
John Taylor and Connie Taylor were divorced through an interlocutory decree on or around 
December 16, 2005, but this Intervenor denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.2 of the 
Complaint. 
14. Paragraph 2.3 of the Complaint does not state any allegations as against 
this Intervenor to which a response is required. To the extent a response is required, this 
Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.3 of the Complaint. 
15. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.4 of the Complaint. 
16. Answering paragraph 2.5 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
JoLee Duclos ("Duclos") is an officer of AIA Services, AIA Insurance, and CropUSA, and that 
she is a shareholder in CropUSA. This Intervenor denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.5 of 
the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
17. Answering paragraph 2.6 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Bryan Freeman ("Freeman") was a director of AlA Services, AIA Insurance, and Crop USA, and 
that Bryan Freeman is a shareholder in CropUSA. This Intervenor denies all other allegations in 
paragraph 2.6 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
18. This Intervenor admits that CropUSA cooperated with AIA pursuant to 
certain agreements and denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.7 of the Complaint not 
otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
19. This Intervenor admits the allegations in paragraph 2.8 of the Complaint. 
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20. Answering paragraph 2.9 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
James Beck is a shareholder of AIA Services and CropUSA and that, during certain times, 
James Beck was a member of the boards of directors for AIA Insurance and AIA Services. This 
Intervenor denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.9 of the Complaint not otherwise 
specifically admitted herein. 
21. Answering paragraph 2.10 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits the 
first and third sentences, alleges that in 1995 Reed Taylor desired to retire and have AIA 
Services redeem his stock, and denies each and every other allegation in paragraph 2.10 not 
otherwise admitted herein. 
22. Answering paragraph 2.11 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
AlA Insurance is a wholly owned subsidiary of AIA Services and that AIA Insurance is a lessee 
of the office building located at 111 Main Street, Lewiston, Idaho. This Intervenor denies all 
other allegations in paragraph 2.11 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
23. Answering paragraph 2.12 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
Agreements speak for themselves. 
24. Answering paragraph 2.13 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
documents speak for themselves and denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.13 of the 
Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
25. Answering paragraph 2.14 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
the Stock Redemption Agreement, Stock Pledge Agreement, and Security Agreement were 
authorized by the Board of Directors of AIA Services. This Intervenor states that the 
Agreements speak for themselves and denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.13 of the 
Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
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26. Answering paragraph 2.15 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that in 
1996 AIA Services and Plaintiff agreed to modify the Stock Redemption Agreement and 
executed the Stock Redemption Restructure Agreement, an Amended and Restated Stock Pledge 
Agreement, and an Amended and Restated Security Agreement. Those documents speak for 
themselves, and this Intervenor denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.15 of the Complaint 
not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
27. Answering paragraph 2.16 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
Agreements speak for themselves, the Agreements were amended at a later time, and this 
Intervenor denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.16 of the Complaint not otherwise 
specifically admitted herein. 
28. Answering paragraph 2.17 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
Amended Stock Pledge Agreement speaks for itself, and this Intervenor denies each and every 
allegation in paragraph 2.17 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
29. Answering paragraph 2.18 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
Amended Stock Pledge Agreement speaks for itself. This Intervenor admits that AIA Services 
did not post bonds or other security for the payment of the Promissory Note and deny all other 
allegations in paragraph 2.18 of the Complaint not specifically admitted herein. 
30. Answering paragraph 2.19 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
Amended Stock Pledge Agreement speaks for itself and denies all other allegations in paragraph 
2.19 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
31. Answering paragraph 2.20 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
Amended Stock Pledge Agreement speaks for itself and denies all other allegations in paragraph 
2.20 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
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32. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.21 of the Complaint. 
33. Answering paragraph 2.22 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Plaintiff was, during certain relevant times, the largest creditor of AIA Services, and denies all 
other allegations in paragraph 2.22 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
34. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.23 of the Complaint. 
35. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.24 ofthe Complaint. 
36. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.25 of the Complaint. 
37. Answering paragraph 2.26 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Plaintiff claimed that AIA Services was in default, and this Intervenor denies all other 
allegations in paragraph 2.26 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
38. Answering paragraph 2.27 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Plaintiff had never attempted to accelerate any of the indebtedness due under the Promissory 
Note prior to December 12, 2006, admits that AIA Services continued to make interest payments 
in an agreed upon amount before and after the date of Plaintiffs original complaint, and denies 
all other allegations in paragraph 2.27 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted 
herein. 
39. Answering paragraph 2.28 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
Amended Stock Pledge Agreement speaks for itself, and this Intervenor denies each and every 
other allegation in paragraph 2.28 ofthe Complaint. 
40. Answering paragraph 2.29 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Plaintiff attempted to schedule a special shareholder meeting for December 26, 2006, admits that no 
special shareholder meeting was held on that date, and denies each and every other allegation in 
paragraph 2.29 of the Complaint. 
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41. Answering paragraph 2.30 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that the 
quoted words are part of one of the sentences ofa letter from R. John Taylor to Plaintiff's legal counsel 
and denies each and every allegation in paragraph 2.30 ofthe Complaint. 
42. Answering paragraph 2.31 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Reed Taylor demanded a special shareholder meeting for February 5, 2007, admits that no special 
shareholder meeting was held on that date, denies that Reed Taylor had a right to call a meeting to vote 
AlA Insurance shares, and denies each and every allegation in paragraph 2.31 of the Complaint not 
otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
43. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.32 of the Complaint. 
44. Answering paragraph 2.33 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Reed Taylor executed a Consent in Lieu of Special Shareholder Meeting of AIA Insurance, and this 
Intervenor denies each and every allegation in paragraph 2.33 of the Complaint not otherwise 
specifically admitted herein. 
45. Answering paragraph 2.34 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that AIA 
Insurance paid $1,510,693.00 to purchase Series C Preferred Shares in AIA Services from CropUSA. 
This Intervenor admits that the 401(k) Plan held Preferred C shares. This Intervenor denies all other 
allegations in paragraph 2.34 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
46. Answering paragraph 2.35 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
John Taylor purchased a parking lot and denies each and every allegation in paragraph 2.35 of the 
Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
47. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.36 of the Complaint. 
48. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.37 of the Complaint. 
INTERVENOR'S ANSWER TO 
FIFTH AMENDED COMPLAINT 
AS FILED BY REED J. TAYLOR -8 
Charles A. Brown, Esq. 
P.O. Box 1225/324 Main St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
208-746-9947/208-746-5886 
INTERVENOR'S PROPOSED PLEADING IF GRANTED TO INTERVENE 
345(; 
49. Answering paragraph 2.38 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Reed Taylor executed a Consent in Lieu of Board Meeting on or around February 22,2007, and that 
Defendants refused to recognize the Consent as binding on them. This Intervenor denies all other 
allegations in paragraph 2.38 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
50. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.39 of the Complaint. 
51. Answering paragraph 2.40 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Freeman and Duclos resigned as members of the Board of Directors of AIA Insurance and AIA 
Services, admits that R. John Taylor, as Chairman of the Board of Directors, appointed Connie Taylor 
and James Beck as directors, and denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.40 of the Complaint not 
otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
52. This Intervenor denies the allegation in paragraph 2.41 of the Complaint. 
53. Answering paragraph 2.42 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that Plaintiff 
has an interest as provided for in the Amended and Restated Security Agreement, which Agreement 
speaks for itself, admits that Plaintiff has demanded that no funds in which he has a security interest 
should be used to pay the legal fees of any Defendant, but denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.42 
of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
54. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.43 of the Complaint. 
55. Answering paragraph 2.44, this Intervenor admits that CropUSA purchased 
Sound Insurance and denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.44 of the Complaint not 
otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
56. Answering paragraph 2.45 of the Complaint, this Intervenor admits that 
Global Travel was a tenant in AIA Insurance's office building and that Global Travel has 
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relocated to a different office building, but this Intervenor denies all other allegations in paragraph 
2.45 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
57. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.46 ofthe Complaint. 
58. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.47 ofthe Complaint. 
59. Answering paragraph 2.48 of the Complaint, this Intervenor alleges that 
AIA Service and AIA Insurance are and were being operated for the benefit of AIA Services and 
AIA Insurance and denies all other allegations in paragraph 2.48 of the Complaint not otherwise 
specifically admitted herein. 
60. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.49 of the Complaint. 
61. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.50 of the Complaint. 
62. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.51 of the Complaint. 
63. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.52 of the Complaint. 
64. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.53 of the Complaint. 
65. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.54 ofthe Complaint. 
66. Answering paragraph 2.55 of the Complaint, this Intervenor states that the 
Executive Officer's Agreement speaks for itself, and this Intervenor denies all other allegations 
in paragraph 2.55 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically admitted herein. 
67. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.56 ofthe Complaint. 
68. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.57 ofthe Complaint. 
69. This Intervenor denies the allegations in paragraph 2.58 of the Complaint. 
70. Paragraph 2.59 does not state any allegations against this Intervenor to 
which a response is required. To the extent a response is required this Intervenor denies the 
allegations in paragraph 2.59 ofthe Complaint. 
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FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
Breaches of Contract 
71. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth 
in the preceding paragraphs of this Answer. 
72. Answering paragraphs 3.2 through 3.4 of the Complaint, this Intervenor 
states that the Promissory Note, Amended Stock Pledge Agreement, Amended Security 
Agreement, and Restructure Agreement speak for themselves, and this Intervenor denies all 
other allegations in paragraphs 3.3 through 3.4 of the Complaint not otherwise specifically 
admitted herein. 
SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
Fraudulent Transfers 
73. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth 
in the preceding paragraphs of this Answer. 
74. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 4.2 through 4.4 of the 
Complaint. 
THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
Misrepresentations/Fraud 
75. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth 
in the preceding paragraphs of this Answer. 
76. This Intervenor denies, all allegations in paragraphs 5.2 through 5.4 of the 
Complaint. 
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Conversion 
77. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth 
in the preceding paragraphs ofthis Answer. 
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78. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 6.2 through 6.3 of the 
FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Alter Ego/Piercing Corporate Veil [sic] 
79. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth 
in the preceding paragraphs ofthis Answer. 
80. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 7.2 through 7.5 of the 
Complaint. 
SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Constructive Trust 
81. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth 
in the preceding paragraphs of this Answer. 
82. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 8.2 through 8.4 of the 
Complaint. 
SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Director Liability 
83. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth 
in the preceding paragraphs ofthis Answer. 
84. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 9.2 through 9.4 of the 
Complaint. 
EIGHTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Specific Perlormance 
85. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth in 
the preceding paragraphs ofthis Answer. 
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86. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 10.2 through 10.4 of the 
NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Breach of Fiduciary Duties 
87. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth in 
the preceding paragraphs of this Answer. 
88. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 11.2 through 11.4 of the 
Complaint. 
TENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Breach of the Implied Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing 
89. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth in 
the preceding paragraphs of this Answer. 
90. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 12.2 through 12.3 of the 
Complaint. 
ELEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
Civil Conspiracy 
91. This Intervenor incorporates by reference its answers and denials set forth in 
the preceding paragraphs ofthis Answer. 
92. This Intervenor denies all allegations in paragraphs 13.2 through 13.3 of 
the Complaint. 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
93. Answering paragraphs 14.1 through 14.41, this Intervenor denies that 
Plaintiff is entitled to any of the relief prayed for in his Complaint. 
THIRD DEFENSE 
Plaintiff is estopped from asserting his claims against the Defendant. 
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RULE 11 STATEMENT 
Intervenor has considered and believes that it may have additional defenses but 
does not have information at this time to assert such additional defenses under Rule 11 of the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. Invervenor does not intend to waive any such defenses and 
specifically asserts its intention to amend this Answer if, pending research and after discovery, 
facts come to light giving rise to such additional defenses. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
COMES NOW the 401(k) Profit Sharing Plan of the AIA Services Corporation, 
hereinafter referred to as the 401(k) Plan as Intervenor, and does set forth affirmative defenses as 
follows: 
The 401(k) plan was initiated in 1978. As alleged in the Plaintiffs Fifth 
Amended Complaint, the transaction as entered into regarding the redemption of Mr. Reed 1. 
Taylor's stocks initially occurred in 1995. At that time, Mr. Reed Taylor had 613,493.5 shares 
of common stock of AIA Services Corporation, Mr. R. John Taylor had 186,611.5 shares of 
common stock, and the other shareholders had 173,228.5 shares of common stock. 
As alleged by the Plaintiff in the Fifth Amended Complaint, said agreement 
contemplated a Promissory Note to pay Mr. Reed Taylor $1,500,000.00 in 90 days (down 
payment note) and $6,000,000.00 plus accrued interest due and payable at the rate of 8.25% 
(Promissory Note) over a period of time, and said agreement also contemplated elimination of 
approximately $570,000.00 that Mr. Reed Taylor owed to AIA Services Corporation. 
As alleged by the plaintiff in the Fifth Amended Complaint, said transaction was 
restructured in 1996. The $6,000,000.00 amount remained unchanged and was not modified. 
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That in 1995, when the initial transaction occurred, and when it was restructured 
in 1996, AIA Services Corp. was rendered financially insolvent. 
In 1995, Mr. Reed J. Taylor was serving as President of AIA Services 
Corporation and was on its board of directors, and was majority shareholder of AIA Services. 
Mr. Reed Taylor had or should have had intimate knowledge of the financial state of the 
company and he had access to AIA Services financial statements. 
After December 31, 1995, after entering in the stock redemption agreement, AIA 
Services Corporation's total liabilities exceeded its total assets by over $15,000,000.00. 
In his capacity as President, a member of AIA's board of directors, a majority 
shareholder, Mr. Reed Taylor owed fiduciary duty to AIA Services Corporation and all minority 
shareholders. 
AIA Services Corporation, at that time did not have any capital surplus to redeem 
Mr. Reed Taylor's comrrion stock in AIA Services Corporation. Instead, AIA Services 
Corporation was operating under a deficit, and increased that deficit when it redeemed Mr. Reed 
Taylor's common shares. 
This redemption of Mr. Reed Taylor's shares when AIA Services Corporation did 
not have any capital surpluses was in direct violation of an Idaho Statute restricting corporations 
from purchasing their own stock. Due to the status of Idaho common law, and statutory law at 
the time and since, the entering into of the contract by Mr. Reed Taylor with AIA Services 
Corporation in 1995 rendered the contract illegal, unenforceable, and void. The statute in effect 
in 1995 was Idaho Code § 30-1-6 (superseded in 1997 by I.C. § 30-1-640). 
That attached to the affidavit of JoLee Duclos the trustee as filed with this Court 
in the Motion to Intervene, Exhibit A is a listing of the participants of the 401 (k) plan which sets 
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forth the shares of AIA Services Corporation that each participant holds, and the percent of said 
shares with said percent being a reflection of the total number of shares owned by the 401(k) 
plan. Said pleading and attachment is incorporated herein. 
The value of said shares as held by said participants would be rendered almost 
valueless if Mr. Reed Taylor is allowed to proceed on his cause of action as set forth in his 5th 
Amended Complaint. 
The cause of action for collection on the above referenced promissory note and 
agreement should be declared unenforceable, void, and/or illegal, that all portions of Mr. Reed 
Taylor's claims which set forth "fiduciary duties" owed to him as being a major creditor of AIA 
Services should also be declared to be void, unenforceable, and or illegal because a shareholder, 
officer, and director who has entered into an illegal, unenforceable, and void contract is not owed 
any duties of any nature whatsoever. 
COUNTERCLAIM 
That the Intervenor reserves the right to set forth a counterclaim in regard to 
remedies available as against Mr. Reed 1. Taylor for monies received as a result of entering into 
an illegal, void, and unenforceable agreement. 
WHEREFORE, having answered the plaintiffs Fifth Amended Complaint and 
having set forth its Affirmative Defenses thereto, the Intervenor respectfully request that the 
Court grant them the following relief: 
1. Dismissal of plaintiffs Fifth Amended Complaint with prejUdice. 
2. That the Plaintiff, Reed J. Taylor, take nothing by his Complaint. 
3. That the Intervenor be awarded attorney fees and costs incurred in having 
to intervene in this matter. 
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4. All other relief which the Court deems just. 
DATED this i day of September, 2008. 
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Defendants AlA fnsurancc. [ne. and AlA Services Corporation, by amI through their 
counsel ofrccord. Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP. submit this Memorandum in 
Opposition to Reed Taylor's MaLian to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction and Malian to 
Relinquish Collateral. 
L ARGUMENT 
Plaintiff Reed Taylor filed a Motion to Dissolve Preliminary rnjunclion and MOlion for 
an Order Requiring the Defendants to Relinquish Possession of ALA Insurance to Reed Taylor 
(the "pirst Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction") on June 26. 2008. Consistent with 
I.R.C.P. 7(b)(3)(E). AlA served its Memorandum in Opposition to the First Motion to Dissolve 
Preliminary Injunction seVen days prior to the hearing. That opposition explains that any motion 
to dissolve the preliminary injunction should not be addressed until aner the Court has 
considered the Malian for Summary Judgment filed by Connie Taylor and James Beck. That 
Motion for Summary judgment was filed prior to any mOLion to dissolve the preliminary 
injunction and potentially disposes ofRced Taylor's claims in their entirety, The First Malian 10 
Dissolve Preliminary Injunction was noticed for hearing on July 31, 2008. The July 31,2008 
hearing was vacated (along with the hearing on Connie Taylor and James Beck's Motion for 
Summary judgment) due to the automatic 2D-day stay resulting from the Order grunting Jon 
Hally's motion to withdraw as counsel [or Connie Taylor and James Back. 
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When the automatic stay expired, AlA expected that Reed Taylor would simply re-notice 
his First Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction and file a reply bricfconsisLenl with I.R.C.P. 
1.R.C.P.7(b)(3)(E). Inslead, Reed Taylor filed a new Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction 
and Molion to Relinquish Collateral (the "Second Motion 10 Dissolve Preliminary Injunction"). 
Other than the few new issues nddrcssed below, the Second Motion to Dissolve Preliminary 
Injunclion is substantively identical to the First Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction. AlA 
wiH not now repeat the previously briefed reasons for which Reed Taylor's molion should be 
denied, but instead ineorpomtes by reference its prior opposition brier:. which is also nuached 
bercto as Exhibit 1 for the Court's convenience. 
AlA will brieny address the new issues raised by Reed Taylor in his Sccond Motion for 
Dissolve Preliminary Injunction. 
A. AlA Has Not Taken Imlpprnprialc Atlvantuge Of The Preliminary Injunction 
Reed Taylor argues that "Defendants have taken inappropriate advanlage of the 
preliminary injunction that it obtained from the Court to enjoin Reed from exercising his 
contractual rights." See Second Motion [0 Dissolve Preliminary Injunction, p. 4. \Vithout 
citation [0 any particular document or testimony. Reed Taylor asserts that AlA Insufllnce has 
cornmWed seven "l.VTongful acts that purportedly justify dissolving the preliminary injunction. 
AlA will respond to each of those seven allegations. 
1. lVlorlgnge 
Reed Taylor asserts that AlA Services has "improperly pledg[edJ AlA Services' only 
significant asset. the $ 1.2 MilIion Mortgage, received in a recent settlement, to Crop USA." This 
allegation is irrelevant. Reed Taylor docs not have a security interest in the mortgage owned by 
AlA Services. The Amended and Restated Security Agreement provides Recd Taylor with a 
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security interest in the "Commission Collateral," which is defined as Hall commissions from the 
sule ofinsuronce or related services received by or on behnlfof, or payabIe [0, any o[lhe 
Company [AlA Services], AIAl [AlA Insurance] or any of1he Company's other Subsidiaries, 
and any interest thereon." See August 28. 2008 Affidavit of Roderick C. Bond. Ex. 5. The 
Mortgage is not n commission. Instend, it is an assel acquired by AlA Services fTOm the 
fiquidation of AlA Services' wholly-ovmed insurance company subsidiary, the Universe Live 
Insurance Company (HULIC"). The mortgage resulted from ULrC's sale o[ the Lewis & Clark 
Plaza office building in Lewiston Idaho 10 \Vashington Bank Partners and consists of a 
promissory note secured by a deed oftrusl on the building. Thus. Reed Taylor has no security 
interest in the Mortgage, and there is no reason AlA Services cannot encumber or pledge it. 
Further, the Mortgage was pledged to secure a line of credit extended by CropUSA~ and 
Crop USA has provided funding to AlA Services, the proceeds of which have been received by 
AlA Services and used [or corporate purposes. 
2. AlA Insurance Employees 
Reed Taylor next complains or «improperly transferring ArA Insumnce's long-time 
employees to Crop-USA." This allegation is irrelevanL it is true Ihm certain employees perform 
functions for both AlA [nsumnce and CropUSA pursuant to the terms of an Administrative 
Agreement entered inlo between AlA Insurance and CropUSA. Some of those employees were 
previously paid wholly by AlA Insurance, nnd CropUSA reimbursed AlA Insurnnce for the 
services of those shared employees. Reed Taylor contends in his complaint that it was wrongful 
for Crop USA 10 usc the services of AlA Jnsurance employees, and he further con(ends that Crop 
USA has not properly reimbursed AlA Insurnncc for its usc of shared employees. See P"ifth 
Amended Complaint. "iJ2.53. TIle Defendants deny those aIIegations. In any event, oil that AlA 
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Insumnc~ und Crop USA have done is changed the method of paying lhe shared employees. 
Previously, AfA Insurance paid the employees and was reimbursed by CropUSA. Now, 
CropUSA pays the shared employees and is reimbursed by AlA Insurance. Moreover, there is 
nothing wrongful about the sharing of employecs or the transfcrring of employees betwccn Inc 
companies, as such sharing or transferring of employees is not prohibited by any of the 
agreements between Reed Taylor and AlA Insurance. 
3. Allocating Expenses 
Reed Taylor asserts. without citation to the record, that AlA has bcen "failing !o propcrIy 
allocate expenses between AlA Insurance and CropUSA." Of course, this is the same unproven 
assertion that Reed Taylor has been making throughout this litigation. See Fifth Amended 
Complaint, ~ 2.53. Again, AlA contends that any expenses have been properly allocated 
between AlA Insunmce and CropUSA. 
4. Payments To Directors 
Reed Taylor next complaints thal ACA bas bcen "improperly paying interested directors 
$20,000 per year in monetary compensation." It is true that ALA has been compensating its 
directors. However. those payments Ufe in no way improper. Reed Taylor cites no authority or 
contract that prohibits AlA from compensaling its directors jusllike any other corporation 
compensates its directors. To the extent that Reed Taylor is complaining about the idenlity of 
the directors, that complaint certainly is not grounds for dissolving the preliminary injunction. 
\Vhile Reed Taylor's idea of having a whole new board 11IIcd wilh independent direclors may 
sound good in theory, it is a practical impossibility. Any newly nppointed director who docs not 
fold 10 Reed Taylor's demands would immediately find hirnsclflherselfas a defendant in yet 
another lawsuit brought by Reed Taylor Gust as he immediately sued ConnIe Taylor and James 
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Beck us soon as they were appointed as directors), Especially given AlA's lack ofD & 0 
insurance, it would be a pmctical impossibility for AlA to appoint new directors, 
5. Payment of AHorney Fees 
Reed Taylor next argues that AlA insurance has "improperly pai[d] the attorneys fees for 
the individual defendants without providing full disclosure and receiving the voLe of disinterestcd 
shareholders." Again, Reed Taylor cites neither the factual rccord nor any legaJ authority to 
support his position. In facl, AlA Insurance is obligated to advance litigation expenses to current 
and fonuer directors and officcrs sued by Reed Taylor. 
Scction 11.1 of Article Xl of AlA Insurancc's by1aws (see Preliminary Injunclion 
Hearing, Ex. M). provides that thal "[tJho corporation shall indemnify the directors and executive 
officers of the corporntion to the [ul! extent pennitled by the Idaho Business CorporatIon Act, as 
the same exists or may hereafter be amended, , . ," Accordingly, the scope of permissible 
indemnification and expense advances is governed by the current statutes, Idaho Code sections 
30-1-850 to 30-1-859. 
Idaho Code Section 30-1-858( I) provides. in pertinent part: 
A corporation may, by a provision in its ." bylaws ... , obligate 
ilsdfln advance of the act or omission giving rise to a proceeding 
to ... advance funds to pay for or reimburse expenses in accordance 
with section 30-1-853(3) ... , Any such obligatory proviSIon shall 
be deemed to satisfy the requirements for nUlhorizalion referred to 
in section 30-1-853(3). , ., Any such provision that obligates the 
corporation to provide indenlOification to the fullest extent 
permitted by law shal] be deemed to obligate the corporation 10 
advance funds to pay for or reilnburse expenses ... to the fullest 
extent penniued by law, unless the provision specifically provides 
olhcnvise. 
Id (emphasis added), 
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By Section 1 1.1 of the Byluws, AJA Insurance, Inc. has obligated iLsclfin advance to 
indemni(y its direciors and executive officers to the full extent permitted by law. Pursuant to 
Idaho Code Section 30-1-858(1), that provjsion is deemed by stntutory fiat to satisfy the 
authorization requirement ofldaho Code Idaho Code Section 30-1-853(3), Further. Section 
11.5 (Expenses) of the AlA Insurance Bylaws provides that "[t]he eoroomtion shall advance. 
prior 10 the fina! dispostion orany proceeding, promptly following request therefor. 011 e:-.:penses 
incurred by any director, officer, or employee or other ngenl of Ihe comoration ... upon receipt 
o[an undertaking by or on behalf of such person to repay [the advances] ifit should ultimately 
be detem1ined that such person is not entitled to be indemnified under this Article Xl or 
otherwise." (Emphasis added). 
Indeed, this Court 11ns already ruled on the propriety of the corporations' advance of 
defense costs incurred by the individual defendants in this litigation. In its May 3 i, 2007 Order, 
this Courl rejected Reed Taylor'S motion [or a temporary restraining order to enjoin AlA from 
paying legal fees incurred by AlA's directors or former direcLors John Taylor. Bryan Freeman 
and 10Lec Duclos in defense of Reed Taylor's suit, holding: 
Idaho's statutory scheme specifically provides for pnyment of legal 
fees reasonably incurred by u corporate director, who is a party to 
an action because of tile individual's status as n director, to be paid 
by the corporation ifthe slaLutory requirements arc met. The 
Court's record in the above-entitled maller reOecls I.C. § 30-] -853 
has been met by Defendants John Tay/or, Bryan Freeman and 
10Lce Duclos. Therefore, the Court will not order AlA Services 
Corporation from paying Jcgnl expenses reasonably incurred by 
Defendants. 
See 5/3 1107 Order, p. 12. 
G. Improper Opc.r~stion of AlA 
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Reed Taylor next argues, again without citation to any factual record, that Defendants 
have been "failing to operate AlA Insurance." This allegation is vague, conclusory, and not 
supported by any facts. Moreover. this is merely the same unproven allegation that Reed Taylor 
bus been asserting throughout (his litigation. Reed Taylor will gel his chance at trial to attempt 
Lo persuade ajury thal AlA Insurance has been improperly operated_ 
7. Legal Action 
FinalIy, Reed Taylor argues (hal AlA bas "fail[edJ to take legal action against the 
individual defendants, CropUSA, unnamed parties and responsible attorneys for tbe millions of' 
dollars improperly and/or fraudulently transferred to Crop USA and others (including R. John 
Taylor), _ , ," This allegation assumes that fraudulent transfers have occurred. an issue which has 
not been proven and on which Reed Taylor must bear the burden ofproofnl trial. 
n. Recti Taylor's Request For An Order Permitting Him To SeH The Shares Of AlA 
Insur .. nee Should Be Denied 
Reed Taylor has added a new request for a "Court order permitting him to selJ the shures 
of AlA [nsuranee," As set forth in AlA's previous opposition brief, Reed Taylor should not be 
penniucd to take control of AlA prior to a finaljudgment and resolution ofthi5 litigation, 
including ArA's counterclaims and nllinnative defenses. To allow Reed to now take conlrol of 
AfA Insurance would be prejudicial and disruptive. Allowing Reed Taylor to now take 
possession of AlA Insurance would prejudice AIA's right to appeal the question of whether AI A 
Services is in default on the stock redemption nole. Reed's announcement that, ifpenniued, he 
would sdl his shares in AlA Insurance makes even more dear the prejudice that Defendants 
would suffer if the preliminary injunction were dissolved_ If Reed Taylor sells his shares in AlA 
Insurance, any appeal brought by Defendants would be futile. By the time the defaulL issue is 
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finally resolved on uppeul. the AlA Insurance shares would presumably be in the hands of a 
bonafide purchaser for value und would nol be recoveruble by Defendants. 
Moreover. while Defendants Teeognize that the Court has grunted summary judgment on 
the default issue, there remains the possibility that discovery wm reveal reasons (0 modify or 
reconsider the grant of summary judgment. Despite the Defendants' eol1cetivc efforts over the 
last year to depose Reed Taylor, the Defendants have been repeatedly denied the opportunity to 
take Reed Taylor'S deposition. For example, Reed Taylor's deposition was noticed for May 12, 
2008. However, Reed Taylor's counsel unilaterally cancelled lhut deposition just one business 
day prior to the noticed deposition. 
C. Recu T~,ylor's Request For Immediate Tender Of The U.S. Bank Account SlwuhI 
Be Denied 
Reed Taylor seeks an order requiring that all funds held in U.S. Bank Account Number 1-
523-5994-5198 be tendered to Reed Taylor. The U.S. Bank account contains funds deposited by 
AlA Services pursuant to its Motion for LR.C.P. 67 Deposit. In light of the illegality of the flJ95 
Stock Redemption Agreement and lhe 1996 Stoek Redemption Restructure Agreement (see 
Motion for Summary Judgment filed by Connie Taylor and James Beck). AlA Services has 
ceased making interest payments directly to Reed Taylor and instead has been depositing those 
funds inlo a designated account with U.S. Bank. AlA Services has provided Reed Tayror with 
copies of monthly bank statements so thul Reed Taylor can sec that the funds have been 
deposited on a monthly basis. Reed Taylor complains that AlA Services has not yet noticed jts 
Rule 67 Deposit Motion for hearing. The reason for the delay is that. because the Rule 67 
Deposit is based on the illegality issue asserted in the Motion for Summary Judgment fHed by 
Connie Taylor and James Beck, it makes sense for AlA Services' Rule 67 Deposit Motion to be 
heard at the same time as the Motion for Summary Judgment. Thai hearing, however. has been 
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delayed twice: first. in response to Reed Taylor's LR.C.P. 57 (I) motion; and, second, dlle 10 Jon 
HaIly's withdraw as counsel. AlA Services intends to notice its Rule 67 Deposit motion [or 
hearing at the same time as tbe Motion for Summary Judgment. In 111e meantime, AlA Services 
wiil continue to deposit the interest payment into the designated account and wiH continue to 
provide bank statements Lo Reed Taylor. Thus. the funds arc protected and the Court should 
deny Reed Taylor's request for an order thal the funds be tendered to him. 
II. CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth obove and in AlA's previously file opposition to Reed Taylor's 
First Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction, Reed Toylor's Second Motion to Dissolve 
Preliminary Injunction should be denied. 
DATED TI-nS 0 L{ day o[ September. 2008. 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENN[S & HAWLEY LLP 
C::YDB~~J:?~ 
Altorneys for AlA Services Corporation. 
AlA Insurance, Inc .• and Crop USA 
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RODERICK C. BOND (Pro Hac Vice) 
NED A. CANNON, ISB No. 2331 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL, ISB No. 5762 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, VVA 99201 
Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and CONNIE 
TA YLOR, individually and the community 
property comprised thereof; BRYAN 
FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE DUCLOS, 
a single person; CROP USA INSURANCE 
AGENCY, INC., an Idaho Corporation; and 
JAMES BECK and CORRINE BECK, 
individually and the community property 
comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
Case No.: CV-07-00208 
REED TAYLOR'S RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STAY 
PROCEEDING AND RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO AlA'S PETITION 
FOR COURT APPOINTED 
INDEPENDENT INQUIRY AND 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO R. 
JOHN TAYLOR'S MOTION FOR 
SCHEDULING CONFERENCE 
REED TAYLOR'S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STAY , 
PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT AND MOTION FOR SCHEDULING CONFERENCE - 1 
Reed Taylor ("Reed") submits the following Response in Opposition to AlA Services and 
AlA Insurance's Motion to Stay, AlA's Petition for Court Appointed Independent Inquiry, and 
R. John Taylor's Motion for Scheduling Conference: 
1. LEGAL AUTHORITY AND ARGUMENT 
A. AlA's Motion To Stay Should Be Denied. 
If a party has initiated a derivative action, I.C. 30-1-743 sets forth the limited instances in 
which a derivative action may be stayed: 
If the corporation commences an inquiry into the allegations made in the demand or 
complaint, the court may stay any derivative proceeding for such a period as the court 
deems appropriate. 
I.C. 30-1-743 (emphasis added). 
Here, AlA Services and AlA Insurance are inappropriately requesting a stay to this case 
based upon a derivative demand made to the boards of AlA Services and AlA Insurance. 
However, no derivative action has been filed against Hawley Troxell or the other attorneys. 
Moreover, I.C. 30-1-743 provides no legal basis to stay the present case and AlA Services and 
AlA Insurance have failed to cite any other authority that permits the Court to stay this action. 
See LR.C.P. 62 (which does not apply to this case). 
AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion to Stay should be denied because there is no 
basis to stay this action. Moreover, AlA Services and AlA Insurance's request can only be 
construed as an attempt by John Taylor and others to have an additional 3 months to 
inappropriately operate the companies and retain commissions to which they are not entitled. 
III 
III 
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B. An Independent Inquiry Should Be Appointed By The Court 
1. AlA's Petition Should Be Granted, But Not As Requested. 
A Court appointed panel is appropriate when disinterested parties cannot be appointed: 
The court may appoint a panel of one (l) or more independent persons upon motion by 
the corporation to make a determination whether the maintenance of the derivative 
proceeding is in the best interests of the corporation ... 
I.C. § 30-1-744(6). 
Here, John Taylor, Connie Taylor, and James Beck are all interested purported directors 
of AlA Services and AlA Insurance by way of their ownership of Crop USA shares and the 
significant claims Reed Taylor has asserted against them. AIA is correct that a court appointed 
panel is appropriate, but only a panel that is comprised of truly independent persons. l 
2. Respectfully, Judges Schilling And Reinhardt Should Not Be Appointed. 
AlA Services and AlA Insurance requests that the Court appoint Judge Schilling and 
Judge Reinhardt as member(s) of a panel. However, they are not independent. 
Judge Schilling admits in his April 3, 2007, letter that he would "probably recuse 
[himself] based upon the appearance of a conflict of interest." See Bond Aff., Ex. B, p. 2. Judge 
Schilling has also known Connie Taylor for many years and she supported his "candidacy for re-
election." See Bond Aff., Ex. B, p.l. Finally, Judge Schilling has a long-term relationship with 
Mike McNichols and his family. See Bond Aff., p. 1, ~ 3. Therefore, Judge Schilling would not 
be considered independent and should not be appointed. 
I Reed Taylor's belief that an independent panel would be appropriate does not change the fact that a stay is not 
authorized or appropriate for this action based upon the appointment of a panel. Again, such a stay should only be 
construed by the court as a mechanism for delay since AlA's commissions will soon be depleted. 
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Similarly, Connie Taylor clerked for Judge Reinhardt from 1991-1993. Presumably, 
some of the attorneys involved know and/or are friends with Judge Reinhardt. Therefore, Judge 
Reinhardt would also not be considered independent and should not be appointed. 
3. The Court Should Appoint An Appropriate Independent Panel. 
The Court has the authority to appoint an independent panel to investigate all of the 
claims asserted in Michael Bissell's demand letter. I.C. § 30-1-744(6). 
This case involves significant issues of corporate malfeasance, tortious conduct, 
violations of Idaho Rules of Professional Conduct, and claims relating to the foregoing. 
Therefore, the Court should appoint a panel of at least two attorneys to a panel, who have no 
connection or acquaintance with any of the attorneys or parties involved in this action. One 
attorney should have expertise in corporate governance, fiduciary duties and related areas of law. 
The other attorney should have a practice that involves at least a limited amount of cases 
asserting claims against attorneys. The Court should then order the panel to conduct an 
independent investigation, which would include discussing claims and issues with Reed's 
counsel. 
C. John Taylor's Motion For Scheduling Conference Should Be Denied. 
Every motion "shall be made in writing, shall state with particularity the grounds 
therefore including the number of the applicable civil rule, if any ... " I.R.C.P. 7(b)(1). The 
Court has authority to sanction a party for signing inappropriate motions on its own accord and 
award reasonable attorneys' fees. I.R.C.P. 11(1)(a). I.R.C.P. 16 applies to case scheduling 
orders, not a vehicle for a party to get random stays to litigation or such other relief that 
accommodates their vacation schedule. 
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Here, John Taylor requests a scheduling conference to enable his attorney to not attend 
any hearings and effectively stay this action for two weeks. In addition, John Taylor requests, by 
only citing authority for case scheduling orders, that Reed Taylor should be prevented from 
filing a motion to disqualify John Taylor'S counsel to permit discovery. 
First, John Taylor's Motion is entirely inappropriate and clearly not contemplated by the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure or any Idaho case. Second, Mr. McNichols has several other 
attorneys at his firm who could attend hearings while Mr. McNichols is out of the office. Third, 
there is no Idaho case or rule that permits a party to seek a court order preventing another party 
in litigation from bringing a motion. 
Finally, discovery is not appropriate or warranted regarding Reed Taylor's Motion to 
Disqualify. As indicated in Reed Taylor's Motion to Disqualify, Reed's counsel has been 
advising all attorneys in this action that the Motion to Disqualify would be forthcoming. 
Moreover, no amount of time will cure the irreconcilable conflicts of interest that involve Mr. 
McNichols and the other attorneys referenced in Reed Taylor'S Motion to Disqualify. 
John Taylor'S Motion for Scheduling Conference should be denied and the Court should 
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II. CONCLUSION 
AlA's Motion to Stay should be denied. There is no applicable authority to grant such a 
request and it can only be viewed as delay tactics. The authority cited by AlA is only applicable 
to derivative actions that have already been filed. No derivative actions have been filed against 
the attorneys yet. 
The Court should appoint at least two independent lawyers who specialize in corporate 
governance and pursuing claims against attorneys, both of whom are completely independent 
with no ties to any of the defense counselor defendants. However, such an appointment does 
not provide authority for a stay to this action, as this action was not even the proper forum. 
Finally, John Taylor's Motion for Scheduling Conference should be denied in full. John 
Taylor fails to cite any applicable legal authority to support his motion and the motion. The 
Court should award Reed Taylor his attorneys' fees and costs incurred in responding to the 
Motion. 
DATED: This 4th day of September, 2008. 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRB 
BY:~J.,.L:.~~~4~~~~~===::--­
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Cannon 
Michael S. Bissell 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed 1. Taylor 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, Roderick C. Bond, declare that, on the date indicated below, I served a true and correct 
copy of the Reed Taylor's Response in Opposition to AlA Services and AlA Insurance's Motion 
to Stay Proceedings, Opposition to AlA's Petition for Court Appointed Inquiry, and Opposition 
to John Taylor's Motion for Scheduling Conference; Affidavit o~ Roderick C. Bond in 
Opposition to Motion to Reconsider Admission of Plaintiffs Counsel Pro Hac Vice, Affidavit of 
Reed Taylor in Opposition to Motion to Reconsider arid Opposition to Court Appointed Inquiry; 
Affidavit of Roderick Bond in Opposition to AlA's Motions, John Taylor's Motion for 
Scheduling Conference, and Opposition to Intervention, on the following parties via the methods 
indicated below: 
David A. Gittins 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Attorney for Defendants JoLee Duclos and 
Bryan Freeman 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
Attorney for R. John Taylor 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Blake & Cox 
1106 Idaho St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Attorney for Connie Taylor, James Beck and 
Corrine Beck 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
REED TAYLOR'S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO STAY, 
PETITION FOR APPOINTMENT AND MOTION FOR SCHEDULING CONFERENCE - 7 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D . John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 
Attorneys for AlA Services, AlA Insurance, and 
Crop USA Insurance Agency 
James 1. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady LLP 
Citigroup Center, 500 West Madison Street 
Suite 3700 
Chicago,IL 60661-2511 
Attorneys for Crop USA Insurance Agency 
Via: 
( ) U .S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Via: 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
(X) Email (pdf attachment) 
Signed this 4th day of September, 200_8_' a_t_L_e---'Wf-iS-7tL..on_'+I_&~hl-0_' _______ _ 
Roderic 
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3437 
RODERICK C. BOND (Pro Hac Vice) 
NED A. CANNON, ISB No. 2331 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
MICHAEL S. BISSELL, ISB No. 5762 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, W A 99201 
Tel: (509) 455-7100 
Fax: (509) 455-7111 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed 1. Taylor 
FILED 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED 1. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
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Case No.: CV-07-00208 
AFFIDAVIT OF RODERICK C. BOND IN 
OPPOSITION TO AlA'S PETITION FOR 
COURT APPOINTED INDEPENDENT 
INQUIRY PURSUANT TO I.C. § 30-1-743 
AND I.e. § 30-1-744 AND MOTION TO 
STAY; OPPOSITION TO R. JOHN 
TAYLOR'S MOTION FOR SCHEDULING 
CONFERENCE AND OPPOSITION TO THE 
MOTION FOR INTERVENTION OF THE 
AlA SERVICES 401(k) PLAN 
ORIGINAL tI 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss: 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
I, Roderick C. Bond, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am over the age of eighteen years, competent to testify in court, one of 
the attorneys for the plaintiff Reed Taylor in this action, and make this Affidavit based 
upon my personal knowledge. 
2. Attached as Exhibit A is a copy of Connie Taylor's bio from Clark and 
Feeney's website. I would presume that Mike McNichols and other attorneys involved in 
this case have known and/or are friends with Judge Reinhardt. 
3. Attached as Exhibit B is a copy of a letter from Judge Ron Schilling dated 
April 3, 2007. I also understand that Judge Schilling and Mike McNichols are close 
friends and that Judge Schilling formerly clerked for Mike McNichols' father. These 
facts are not disclosed in the attached letter because the letter was only disclosing 
conflicts for mediation purposes. 
4. I believe that the only fair and competent persons that could be appointed 
by the Court to conduct any inquiry 
5. Attached as Exhibit C is an that I sent to Mike McNichols confirming that 
he would not strike his Motion for Scheduling Conference, despite my request for him to 
do so since the Motion lacked legal authority. 
6. Attached as Exhibit D are copies of an email that I sent to Charles Brown 
regarding the Motion to Intervene, and his response email to one of my emails. I also 
advised Chuck Brown through another email that Reed Taylor would request attorneys' 
fees. With respect to the attached emails both dated August 26, 2008, I never received a 
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response from Mr. Brown to either of these emails, let alone any of the issues raised in 
them. 
DATED: This 4th day of September, 2008. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 4th day of September, 2008. 
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Attorney Connie Taylor, Clar Feeney, Lewiston, Idaho Page 10f2 
ATTORNEY PROFlLES 
annie W. Taylor 
e Train Station, Suite 106 
. · 1229 Main Street 
.0. Box 285 
wiston, Idaho 83501-0285 
Communication Center 
Phone: (208) 743-9516 e-mail: ctaylor@clarkandfeene.i.com 
(800) 865-9516 
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Roderick C. Bond 
From: Roderick C. Bond 
Sent: Thursday, September 04,2008 11 :07 AM 
To: 'mmcnichols@clbrmc.com' 
Cc: Mike Bissell; Jack R. Little; Ned A. Cannon; rjt@lewistondsl.com 
Subject: Taylor v. AlA Services, et al. 
Hi Mike: 
This email confirms our conversation earlier today that you will not strike your pending Motion for Scheduling 
Conference. This surprises me since you have not cited any legal authority for the Motion or Motion to Shorten 
Time, as required by the Court Rules. There is no basis for you to prevent people from filing motions. Also, I 
might add that you have numerous other attorneys at your office who could attend hearings, even if your motion 
had merit or legal authority. My client will request attorneys' fees and costs under Rule 11. Thanks. 
Rod 
By: Roderick C. Bond 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth 8t. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Tel: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
rQc:l@_s9J;!l~g§Lc::()m 
This email and any attachments may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information, which only the 
authorized recipient may receive and/or view. If you are not an intended recipient, please promptly delete this 
message and contact the sender at the above address. Thank you. 
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From: Roderick C. Bond 
Sent: Wednesday, September 03, 2008 10:24 AM 
To: 'CharlesABrown@cableone.net' 
Cc: 'rjt@lewistondsl.com'; 'Mike Bissell'; 'Jack R. Little' 
Subject: Taylor v. AlA Services, et al. 
Hi Chuck: 
Are you going to re-note your hearing on your client's motion to intervene? I didn't hear back from you and I am 
going to need to prepare a response today. Please let me know so that I do not expend more time if you are 
going to cure the problems and re-note the motion. Thanks. 
Rod 
By: Roderick C. Bond 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Tel: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
rod@scblegal.com 
This email and any attachments may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information, which only the 
authorized recipient may receive and/or view. If you are not an intended recipient, please promptly delete this 
message and contact the sender at the above address. Thank you. 
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Roderick C. Bond 
From: CharlesABrown@cableone.net 
Sent: Wednesday, September 03, 2008 1 :31 PM 
To: Roderick C. Bond 
Subject: Re: Taylor v. AlA Services, et al. 
Hi Rod: I want to keep the same date for the hearing. Chuck 
The above is confidential, privileged, or attorney work product for the sole use of the intended recipient. 
Any review, distribution, or forwarding without express permission is prohibited. If you aren't the 
intended recipient, please contact sender. 
Hi Chuck: 
Are you going to re-note your hearing on your client's motion to intervene? I didn't hear back from you and I am 
going to need to prepare a response today. Please let me know so that I do not expend more time if you are 
going to cure the problems and re-note the motion. Thanks. 
Rod 
By: Roderick C. Bond 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth St. 
Lewiston, 10 83501 
Tel: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
This email and any attachments may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information, which only the 
authorized recipient may receive and/or view. If you are not an intended recipient, please promptly delete this 
message and contact the sender at the above address. Thank you. 
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From: Roderick C. Bond 
Sent: Tuesday, August 26, 2008 10: 11 AM 
To: 'CharlesABrown@cableone.net'; 'Gary Babbitt'; John Ashby; Michael McNichols; JJG@quarles.com 
Cc: 'David Risley'; 'Harper, Charles E.'; 'Jack R. Little'; Ned A. Cannon; 'rjt@lewistondsl.com'; 'Mike 
Bissell' 
Subject: Taylor v. AlA Services, et al. 
Hi Chuck: 
We received your motion for intervention on behalf of AlA Services' 401 (k) plan. As attorney for the 401 (k) plan, 
you have an obligation to bring claims against JoLee Duclos, John Taylor, Mike Cashman, James Beck, Crop 
USA and others to recover funds, assets and resources misappropriated or transferred out of the AlA companies. 
This email is a reminder of your obligations to the 401 (k) plan. Reed Taylor is a participant of the 401 (k) plan and 
hereby formally demands that the trustee take action against the responsible parties. Since JoLee is interested, 
she obviously must resign or direct you to pursue claims against herself and others. Please keep in mind that you 
are representing an interested party. 
Please let me know when you will be commencing an Errisa action in federal court against the present and former 
trustee. I am happy to provide you with as much information and documents to support those claims as they have 
merit. 
I feel confident that none of the above will take place because the intervention is being directed indirectly by John 
Taylor and/or other interested parties. The true intentions of the intervention are clear to me from the last board 
meeting when John Taylor resigned and Connie waived the necessary time for resignation. 
If I am incorrect and the intervention is truly for the benefit of the 401 (k) plan, then I look forward to finally seeing 
someone else bring claims against the appropriate parties (although the 401 (k) claims are inferior to Reed and 
Donna Taylor's claims and the corporations have insufficient assets to pay Reed, let alone Reed and Donna 
both). If my assumption is correct, such claims will never be brought by you. 
Rod 
By: Roderick C. Bond 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Tel: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
[QQ@§gJ)1E29.gl,9.Qill 
This email and any attachments may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information, which only the 
authorized recipient may receive and/or view. If you are not an intended recipient, please promptly delete this 
message and contact the sender at the above address. Thank you. 
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Roderick C. Bond 
Tuesday, August 26,200812:10 PM 
'CharlesABrown@cableone.net'; David A. Gittins 
'rjt@lewistondsl.com'; 'Jack R. little'; 'Mike Bissell'; Ned A. Cannon 
Subject: Taylor v. AlA Services, et al. 
Hi Chuck: 
Page 1 of 1 
In reviewing your motion for intervention, our initial reaction results in the following questions that you should 
consider in our opinion (assuming that the 401(k) had a viable basis to intervene): 
1) May the trustee of a corporate pension plan control and direct litigation in which the pension plan is a party 
when the trustee is also a party to the litigation in her individual capacity and is defending claims that she 
breached her fiduciary duties to the corporation that maintains the corporate pension plan and whose stock is 
held by the pension plan (and faces other claims such as fraud)? 
2) Is an independent trustee of a corporate pension plan required to control and direct litigation when the pension 
plan is a party to litigation involving a pension plan trustee who, in her individual capacity, is defending claims that 
she breached her fiduciary duties to the corporation that maintains the corporate pension plan and whose stock is 
held by the pension plan (and faces other claims such as fraud)? 
I can see no legitimate argument for you and your client to side-step the above questions. Nothing will change 
the above or the claims of malfeasance that should be pursued. 
Respectfully, you told me that you are trying to stop the madness. I see what you filed as simply throwing more 
gas on the already blazing fire. Reed views you filings as more madness, and I cannot disagree. If there is 
something that you have not told me that makes your filings truly legitimate, please advise immediately so we can 
try to resolve this case. Otherwise, I respectfully see the filings as only creating more problems, including for you 
and your client. 
As we discussed on Friday, my duties are to represent my client and his interest, and please do not take this as 
anything other than me representing my client and his interests. I look forward to hearing from you. 
Rod 
By: Roderick C. Bond 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth St. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Tel: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
rgq@~~bJ~gill&o..!I! 
This email and any attachments may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information, which only the 
authorized recipient may receive and/or view. If you are not an intended recipient, please promptly delete this 
message and contact the sender at the above address. Thank you. 
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508 Eighth Street 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
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v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and 
CONNIE TA YLOR, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the 
community property comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
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AFFIDAVIT OF REED TAYLOR IN 
OPPOSITION TO AlA SERVICES AND AlA 
INSURANCE'S MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER ADMISSION OF 
PLAINTIFF'S COUNSEL PRO HAC VICE 
AND OPPOSITION TO PETITION TO 
APPOINT INDEPENDENT INQUIRY 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss: 
COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE ) 
I, Reed 1. Taylor, being first duly sworn on oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am over the age of eighteen years, competent to testify in court, am the 
plaintiff in this action, and make this Affidavit based upon my personal knowledge. Any 
information set forth in this Affidavit is not a waiver of my attorney-client privilege. 
2. Roderick Bond, Ned Cannon and Michael Bissell are my attorneys in this 
action. When I retained Mr. Bond's firm to represent me in this action and other actions, 
I understood that he was not licensed in Idaho and all motions, pleading and related 
documents would have to be reviewed, approved and signed by Ned Cannon or another 
Idaho attorney. I understood that the cost of my representation would likely be higher 
because of any redundancies in reviewing documents. I believe that I actually have saved 
money because Mr. Bond's hourly rate is cheaper than many attorneys. 
3. I have reviewed the Affidavit of Gary Babbitt and the Motion for 
Reconsideration for Mr. Bond's admission as my attorney in this case. I have also read 
Mr. Bond's response affidavit. I believe that Mr. Babbitt maybe is unhappy with Mr. 
Bond because he has dared to challenge Mr. Babbitt's possible ethical shortcomings and 
apparent self-serving strategies. With all of the obvious ethical problems that I have seen 
on the defense side, it amazes me that they are attempting to create such a big deal out of 
this Court's order admitting my attorney to help me in Idaho courts. 
4. I am extremely satisfied with Mr. Bond's efforts in this case and every 
case he has assisted me with. He is my specific attorney of choice and who I want 
representing me in this action. I believe that I will be prejudiced if I am unable to interact 
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with Mr. Bond because of his knowledge ofthis case and its many transactions. 
5. If the Court grants AlA's Petition for Court Appointed Inquiry, I request 
that the court appoint at least two attorneys who have no connection with any of the 
defendants or defense attorneys on this case. I also request that the panel be comprised of 
at least one person who specializes in corporate governance and at least one person who 
specializes in pursuing claims against attorneys. 
DATED: This 4th day of September, 2008. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 4th day of September, 2008. 
N~tary P-ablicfor Ida.no 
Residing at: --==:I....J"C::2.::~::.L:. ______ _ 
My commission expires: ~~~''-=.!!.!L.,<:'''--
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
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v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an Idaho 
corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and CONNIE 
TAYLOR, individually and the community 
property comprised thereof; BRYAN 
FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE DUCLOS, 
a single person; CROPUSA INSURANCE 
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individually and the community property 
comprised thereof; 
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Case No.: CV-07-00208 
PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION TO AlA 
SERVICES PROFIT SHARING 
PLAN'S MOTION TO INTERVENE 
I. INTRODUCTION 
The motion to intervene of the AlA Services Profit Sharing Plan ("PSP") should be 
denied. On its face, the motion is defective with respect to its noncompliance with Rule 24 of 
the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. Intervention of right under Rule 24(a) is inapplicable 
because no statute confers an unconditional right to intervene and the PSP's interest IS 
adequately represented by existing parties. Permissive intervention under Rule 24(b) IS 
inapplicable because no statute confers a conditional right to intervene and the PSP has stated no 
claim or defense for which intervention is sought. 
Rule 24(b) requires an intervenor to state a claim or defense and show that such claim or 
defense and the main action have a question of law or fact in common. Furthermore, and most 
fatal, Rule 24( c) requires a person proposing intervention to include a pleading setting forth the 
claim or defense for which intervention is sought. No pleading accompanied the PSP's motion. 
II. AUTHORITIES AND ARGUMENT 
1. RULE 24 OF IDAHO RULES OF CIVIL PROCEDURE. 
The full text of Rule 24 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure provides: 
Rule 24(a). Intervention of right. 
Upon timely application anyone shall be permitted to intervene in an action: (1) 
when a statute of the state of Idaho confers an unconditional right to intervene; or 
(2) when the applicant claims an interest relating to the property or transaction 
which is the subject of the action and the applicant is so situated that the 
disposition of the action may as a practical matter impair or impede applicant's 
ability to protect that interest, unless the applicant's interest is adequately 
represented by existing parties. 
Rule 24(b). Permissive intervention. 
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Upon timely application anyone may be permitted to intervene in an action: (1) 
when a statute confers a conditional right to intervene; or (2) when an applicant's 
claim or defense and the main action have a question of law or fact in common. 
When a party to an action relies for ground of claim or defense upon any statute 
or executive order administered by a federal or state governmental officer or 
agency or upon any regulation, order, requirement, or agreement issued or made 
pursuant to the statute or executive order, the officer or agency upon timely 
application may be permitted to intervene in the action. In exercising its discretion 
the court shall consider whether the intervention will unduly delay or prejudice 
the adjudication of the rights of the original parties. 
Rule 24(c). Procedure. 
A person desiring to intervene shall serve a motion to intervene upon all parties 
affected thereby. The motion shall state the grounds therefor and shall be 
accompanied by a pleading setting forth the claim or defense for which 
intervention is sought. (Emphasis added). 
2. THE PSP HAS NEITHER FILED NOR LODGED A PROPOSED PLEADING 
SETTING FORTH A CLAIM OR DEFENSE FOR WHICH INTERVENTION IS 
SOUGHT AS MANDATORILY REQUIRED BY RULE 24(c). 
Rule 24( c) requires a person proposing intervention to include a pleading setting forth the 
claim or defense for which intervention is sought. No pleading accompanied the PSP's motion 
to intervene. The Court obviously cannot discern from a pleading the basis of any claim or 
defense of the PSP. 
The PSP's motion to intervene should be denied - whether intervention of right under 
Rule 24( a) or whether permissive under Rule 24(b). 
3. THE PSP OTHERWISE IN ITS MOTION DOES NOT ARTICULATE ANY 
CLAIM OR DEFENSE IT HAS AGAINST ANY PARTY AND DOES NOT SHOW 
THAT ITS CLAIM OR DEFENSE AND THE MAIN ACTION HAVE A 
QUESTION OF LAW OR FACT IN COMMON AS REQUIRED FOR 
PERMISSIVE INTERVENTION UNDER RULE 24(b). 
Not only is there no pleading, but the PSP failed to even address in its motion the nature 
of any claim or defense it has against any party. By failing to assert a claim or defense, it 
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follows that the PSP cannot show that its claim or defense and the main action have a question of 
law or fact in common as required for permissive intervention under Rule 24(b). 
The PSP's motion to intervene should be denied because the PSP asserts no claim or 
defense and because the PSP makes no showing that a claim or defense and the main action have 
a question of law or fact in common. 
4. INTERVENTION OF RIGHT UNDER RULE 24(a) IS NOT MANDATED 
BECAUSE THE PSP'S INTEREST IS ADEQUATELY REPRESENTED BY 
EXISTING PARTIES. 
First, the motion of the PSP is defective for not complying with Rule 24(c). Second, 
even acknowledging that the PSP has an interest in the outcome of the main action, that interest 
is adequately represented by AlA Services. AlA Services is vigorously defending the claims of 
Reed Taylor and asserting counterclaims against Reed Taylor by able counsel. The PSP has 
made no showing whatsoever that its interests are not being adequately represented by AlA 
Services. 
A mere interest in the outcome of litigation is insufficient for intervention under Rule 
24(b). 67 A C.J.S. Parties § 99. 
To accept the PSP's argument for intervention, the Court is required to conclude that any 
retirement plan which holds stock in a corporation that is being sued by a creditor is entitled as a 
matter of right to intervene. Indeed, it is submitted that to accept the PSP's argument for 
intervention, the Court is required to conclude on the same principle that any shareholder of a 
corporation that is being sued by a creditor is entitled as a matter of right to intervene. Such 
cannot possibly be practical. Such does not occur in practice because the interest of the 
shareholder is adequately represented by the corporation and its corporate counsel. To reiterate, 
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the PSP has made no showing to the Court that its interests are not already being adequately 
represented by AIA Services. 
Rule 24(a) also requires a proposed intervenor to show that it "is so situated that the 
disposition of the action may as a practical matter impair or impede [it's] ability to protect" its 
interest. The PSP has failed to show or explain in any way how or why the disposition of the 
main action may as a practical matter impair or impede its ability to protect its interest without 
its intervention. 
The PSP's motion to intervene as matter of right should be denied because its interests 
are adequately represented and because it has otherwise failed to show why the disposition of the 
main action would impair or impede its ability to protect its interests. 
5. THE MOTION FOR INTERVENTION IS NOT TIMELY. 
Both Rule 24(a) and 24(b) require a motion to intervene to be made "upon timely 
application". This action was filed January 29, 2007. Over 19 months have elapsed. 
It is interesting to note that the sole trustee of the PSP, J oLee Duclos, was a director and 
officer of AlA Services when the action was filed, and has been an individual defendant in this 
action since February 5, 2007 - over 19 months .. 
Obviously, JoLee Duclos has known about the case. Obviously, JoLee Duclos, as the 
trustee of the PSP, has a conflict of interest. In light of the circumstance that the PSP does not 
state in its motion to intervene any claim or defense or explain any way how or why the 
disposition of the main action may as a practical matter impair or impede its ability to protect its 
interest, the Court must suspect an ulterior motive to a motion brought after over 19 months by 
an interested defendant in her capacity as trustee of the PSP. Also, as established by the record 
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on file in this case, AlA Services is an insolvent corporation. What interest could possibly be at 
stake for shareholders of AlA Services? 
In any event, the motion to intervene purportedly made for the benefit of the PSP is 
untimely under Rule 24 and should be denied. 
6. IF THE PSP SEEKS TO HAVE AlA SERVICES ASSERT CLAIMS AGAINST 
THE DIRECTORS OF AlA SERVICES OR OTHERS, THEN THE 
APPROPRIATE COURSE OF ACTION FIRST REQUIRES COMPLIANCE 
WITH THE PROCEDURES FOR A SHAREHOLDER DERIVATIVE ACTION 
AND NOT FOR DIRECT INTERVENTION. 
As emphasized, the PSP articulates no claims or defenses and states no desired remedies. 
If the claims and defenses of the PSP, whatever they may be, are aligned with AlA Services, then 
the PSP is adequately represented in this case (and has not shown otherwise). On the contrary, if 
the claims and defenses of the PSP are against the directors of AlA Services and others, then the 
PSP, as a shareholder of AlA Services stock, must first comply with the requirements for 
bringing a shareholder derivative action. Idaho Code §§30-1-740 et. seq. Idaho Code §30-1-742 
provides: 
DEMAND. No shareholder may commence a derivative proceeding until: 
(1) A written demand has been made upon the corporation to take suitable 
action; and 
(2) Ninety (90) days have expired from the date the demand was made unless 
the shareholder has earlier been notified that the demand has been rejected by 
the corporation or unless irreparable injury to the corporation would result by 
waiting for the expiration of the ninety (90) day period. 
There is nothing in the record that shows that the PSP has made a demand upon AlA 
Services to take suitable action. 
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III. CONCLUSION 
The PSP's bare assertions to this Court that it has an interest in the outcome of this case 
does not comply with Rule 24 in the first instance and, in the second, does not show compliance 
with Idaho Code §§30-1-740 et. seq. The PSP's motion to intervene should be denied and Reed 
Taylor should be awarded fees and costs pursuant to I.C. § 30-1-740 et. seq. 
DATED: This 4th day of September, 2008. 
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SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
CAMPBELL, BISSELL & KIRBY 
Ned A. Cannon 
Michael S. Bissell 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
Michael E. McNichols 
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Attorneys at Law 
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MOTION TO COMPEL 
I. 
INTRODUCTION 
Plaintiff moved to compel R. John Taylor to produce his personal tax 
returns and financial statements from 1995 to the present. As discussed below, the 
Motion should be denied because the documents are not discoverable under LR.C.P. 
26(b)(1). If, however, the documents are required to be produced, the Court should order 
that certain information be redacted from the documents before they are produced, that 
plaintiff s use and disclosure of those documents be limited, and that the documents, and 
all copies thereof, be returned to R. John Taylor at the conclusion of this case. 
II. 
ARGUMENT 
A. The Tax Returns and Financial Statements are not Discoverable. 
LR.C.P. 26(b)( 1) provides, in pertinent part: 
(1) Parties may obtain discovery regarding any matter, not 
privileged, which is relevant to the subject matter involved in the 
pending action. . .. It is not ground for objection that the 
information will be inadmissible at the trial if the information sought 
appears reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible 
evidence. 
(Emphasis added). 
R. John Taylor's personal tax returns and [mancial statements are not 
discoverable under Rule 26(b)(1) because they are subject to a qualified privilege and the 
allegedly relevant information contained within them is available from other sources. 
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As mentioned, Rule 26(b)(1) allows discovery regarding any matter "not 
privileged." Numerous courts have recognized that a party's tax returns are subject to a 
qualified privilege. See, e.g., Eastern Auto Distributors, Inc. v. Peugeot Motors of 
America, Inc., 96 F.R.D. 147, 148 (E.D. Va. 1982); Gattegno v. Price Waterhouse 
Coopers, LLP, 205 F.R.D. 70, 71 (D.Conn. 2001); San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit 
District v. Spencer, 2006 VIL 3050860 (N.D. Cal. 2006); V/ater Out Driing Corp. v. 
Allen, 2006 WL 1642215 (W.D.N.C. 2006); Ruth v. Superior Consultant Holdings Corp., 
2000 W.L. 1769576 (E.D. Mich. 2000); and Terwilliger v. York Intern. Corp., 176 
F.R.D. 214 (W.D. Va. 1997). See, also, Edmundson, "Discovery of Federal Income Tax 
Returns and the New 'Qualified' Privileges", 5 Duke LJ. 938 (1984); and Stein, "The 
Qualified Privilege Against Discovery of Federal Income Tax Returns," 5 Pitt. Tax. Rev. 
173 (2008). 
Other courts, while not explicitly recognizing a qualified privilege, have 
nonetheless held that there is a public policy against the unnecessary disclosure of tax 
returns. premium Service Corp. v. Sperry & Hutchinson Co., 511 F.2d 225, 229 (9th Cir. 
1975); and Aliotti v. Senora, 217 F.R.D. 496, 497 (N.D. Cal. 2003). 
Whether based on the qualified privilege or public policy, there is 
widespread agreement among the courts that the production of tax returns should not be 
ordered unless: (1) it clearly appears they are relevant to the subject matter of the action 
or to the issues raised in the action; and (2) there is a compelling need for the documents 
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because the information contained within them is not otherwise readily obtainable. 
Cooper v. Hallgartnen & Co., 34 F.R.D. 482 (S.D. N.Y. 1964). 
Here, R. John Taylor's personal income tax returns and financial statements 
are not "clearly" relevant to the subject matter of the action or to the issues raised in it. 
The subject matter of this action is a debt allegedly owed by to plaintiff by AIA Services 
Corporation and the alleged inappropriate diversion of corporate assets to R. J 01111 Taylor 
and others. While the income, taxes, assets, liabilities and expenditures of the 
corporation are clearly relevant to the action, R. John Taylor's personal income, taxes, 
assets and expenditures are not. It is of no relevance to this lawsuit, for example, whether 
or not R. John Taylor has income from sources other than the corporation, what his 
itemized deductions are, what his debts are, or what his net worth is. 
Furthermore, to the extent some of the information on the returns and 
financial statements may be relevant, that information is otherwise readily obtainable by 
plaintiff -- indeed, plaintiff already has it. The purported relevance of the income tax 
returns and financial statements lies in plaintiffs attempt to show that R. John Taylor 
improperly diverted corporate assets to his benefit. However, plaintiff has been allowed 
access to the corporations' books and tax returns, which show all payments or property 
transfers to R. John Taylor by the corporation. Plaintiff, therefore, already has the 
purportedly relevant information. Accordingly, plaintiff has no compelling need for R. 
John Taylor's income tax returns and financial statements. 
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B. If the Tax Returns and Financial Statements are Discoverable, Non-
Pertinent Information should be Redacted, and Their Use should be 
Limited. 
The Income tax returns and financial statements contain personal and 
private information which does not fall within eventhe broadest definition of relevancy. 
Accordingly, if the documents must be produced, R. John Taylor should be allowed to 
redact all information from them which does not fall within the scope of what the Court 
deems relevant to this action. 
Furthermore, not only is the information contained within the documents 
personal and private, it is subject to abuse and misuse. The information contained in R. 
John Taylor's income tax returns is both highly private and subject to abuse. If the 
documents are ordered produced, the Court should also order that plaintiff and his 
attorneys may not use the information reflected in those documents for any purpose other 
than this litigation, that the documents may not be disclosed to any person other than 
plaintiff, his attorneys and any financial expert witnesses, and that the documents, and all 
copies thereof, must be returned to R. John Taylor at the conclusion of this litigation. 
RESPECTFULL Y SUBMITTED this 4th day of September, 2008. 
CLEMENTS, BROWN & McNICHOLS, P.A. 
MICHAEL E. McNICHOLS 
Attorney for Defendant R. John Taylor 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 4th day of September, 2008, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to the following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Cannon 
Smith, Cannon & Bond, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: 746-8421 
rod@scblegal.com 
Michael S. Bissell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PllC 
7 South Howard Street, Ste. 416 
Spokane, W A 99201 
Facsimile: (509) 455-7111 
mbissell@cbldawyers.com 
David A. Gittins 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Facsimile: 758-3576 
david@gittinslaw.com 
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Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on the 11 th day of September, 2008, at the hour of 10:00 
a.m. PST, or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, a status conference will be held before 
the Honorable JeffBrudie, at the Nez Perce County Courthouse, Lewiston, Idaho, 83501. 
Counsel having responsibility for this case are to appear and be prepared to discuss the 
following matters: 
1. Current status of this case. 
2. Time limits for amending the pleadings. 
3. Time limits for anticipated motions. 
4. Proposed time schedule for remaining discovery and cutoff dates for discovery. 
5. Supplementation of responses to discovery and cutoff dates. 
6. Potential pretrial and trial dates. 
7. Any other matters appropriate to the case. 
DATED this 5th day of September, 2008. 
RANDALL, BLAKE & COX, PLLC 
Attorneys for Defendants Connie Taylor, 
James Beck and Corrine Beck, and 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAlLJNG 
I certifY that on September 5, 2008, at my direction, the foregoing Notice of Hearing re 
Status Conference was served on the following in the manner shown: 
Counsel for Plaintiff: (copy) 
Roderick C. Bond 
Smith, Cannon and Bond, PLLC 
508 8th Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Counsel for Plaintiff: (copy) 
Michael S. Bissell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
7 South Howard Street, Suite 416 
Spokane, WA 99201-3816 
Counsel for AIA Services Corporation, 
AIA Insurance. Inc. and Crop USA: (copy) 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley, LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Counsel for Crop USA Insurance: (copy) 
James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady, LLP 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 3700 
Chicago, IL 60661-2511 
Counsel for R. John Taylor: (copy) 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements, Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
P.O. Box 1510 
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Counsel for Duclos and Freeman: (copy) 
David A. Gittins 
Attorney at Law 
843 Seventh Street 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Counsel for Interventor, 401(K) Profit 






Charles A. Brown . ( ] 
Attorney at Law [ ] 
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Hand Delivery 
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Overnight MaillFederal Express 
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REQUEST FOR STATUS CONFERENCE-Page 4 Randall, Blake & Cox, PLLC 
A TTORNEYS AT LA W 
NOTICE OF HEARING RE REQUEST FOR STATUS CONFERENr!'O. Box 446 
" L'eW"lston, ID 8350 I 
Michael E. McNichols 
CLEMENTS, BROWN & McNICHOLS, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 
321 13th Street 
Post Office Box 1510 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
(208) 743-6538 
(208) 746-0753 (Facsimile) 
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Attorneys for Defendant R. John Taylor 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person; ) 
) Case No: CV 07-00208 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) MOTION TO ENLARGE 
------),--~TlME-re~SP8NB~~----------~ 
) AND MOTION TO POSTPONE 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho) HEARING ON PLAINTIFF 
corporation; AIAINSURANCE, INC., an ) REED TAYLOR'S MOTION TO 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and) DISQUALIFY THE 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the ) ATTORNEYS AND 
community property comprised thereof; ) LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; and ) TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, 
JOLEE DUCLOS, a single person;CROP USA) LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN & 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) McNICHOLS, P.A.; AND 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and ) QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the ) 
community property comprised thereof; ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND -I-
TO AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING 
ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS 
AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 
& MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
Defendant John Taylor moves the Court, pursuant to Rule 6(b) LR.C.P., to 
enlarge the time within which he may respond to PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS, P.A.; 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP, because substantial time is required to prepare and 
present papers in opposition to the motion, to perhaps engage an expert witness to submit an 
affidavit in opposition to the motion and to perhaps conduct discovery and present the 
product of that discovery in opposition to the motion. 
Defendant John Taylor further moves the Court to postpone the hearing on 
the motion currently scheduled for September 18, 2008, so that counsel for the defendant 
will have an opportunity to reply to plaintiff's papers and the Court will have an 
opportunity to review all papers before the hearing. 
DATED this 5th day of September, 2008. 
By: ~~Jj 
~N.U==C=HAE~=L~E=.~M~cNIT~C~H=O=L~S-----------
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TO AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING 
ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS 
AND LA W FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 
& MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the 5th day of September, 2008, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to the following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Cannon 
Smith, Cannon & Bond, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: 746-8421 
rod@scblegal.com 
Michael S. Bissell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PllC 
7 South Howard Street, Ste. 416 
Spokane, W A 99201 
Facsimile: (509) 455-7111 
mbissel1@cbklawyers.com 
David A. Gittins 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Facsimile: 758-3576 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
--david@g-itt-insla~Gem----------------_____ . 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Blake & Cox 
P.O. Box 446 
Lewiston, ill 83501 
Facsimile: 743-1266 
David@rbcox.com 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1225 
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AND LA W FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 












Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
877 Main Street, Ste. 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Facsimile: (208) 342-3829 
jash@hteh.com 
James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady, LLP 
500 West Madison Street 
Suite 3700 
Chicago,IL 60661-2511 
Facsimile: (312) 715-5155 
jjg@quarles.com 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
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MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND -4-
TO AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING 
ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS 
AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 
& MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
Michael E. McNichols 
CLEMENTS, BROWN & McNICHOLS, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 
321 13th Street 
Post Office Box 1510 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
(208) 743-6538 
(208) 746-0753 (Facsimile) 
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Attorneys for Defendant R. John Taylor 
FILED 
lim SEf rs Ptt) 3 3Z. 
,-' >-- - , ., ,,' I- 'J/,'''i~i ,~;~; ~-. C "~ ~;' ;~T 
i~l -' ,", --\/ 
.• , ~'l 1 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 







ALA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho) 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and ) 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the ) 
community property comprised thereof; ) 
BRY AN FREEMAN, a single person; and ) 
JOLEE DUCLOS, a single person;CROP USA) 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and ) 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the ) 
community property comprised thereof; ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
Case No: CV 07-00208 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
OF MOTION TO ENLARGE 
TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE 
HEARING ON PLAINTIFF 
REED TAYLOR'S MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY THE 
ATTORNEYS AND 
LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, 
LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN & 
McNICHOLS, P .A.; AND 
QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND -I-
TO AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING 
ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS 
AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 
& MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Nez Perce ) 
MICHAEL E. McNICHOLS, being first duly sworn on oath, states: 
1. I am an adult citizen of the United States of America, competent to testify 
as a witness, and make this affidavit on my personal knowledge. I am counsel for 
defendant R. John Taylor in this case. 
2. On September 4,2008, plaintiff filed PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS, P.A.; 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP. The motion itselfis 38 pages long and is supported, in 
part, by two affidavits, one of which is 12 pages long and the other is 6 pages long, exclusive 
of exhibits. 
3. Plaintiff also filed and served a notice of hearing that motion for Thursday, 
September 18, 2008. 
4. Defendant's responding papers are due on September 11, 2008, unless the 
Court grants an enlargement of the. 
5. Neither of the expert witnesses whose affidavits have been filed in suppOli 
of the motion were disclosed by plaintiff in his expert witness disclosure dated April 30, 
2008. A copy of PLAINTIFF REED TA YLOR'S DISCLOSURE OF EXPERT 
WITNESSES is attached as Exhibit A and incorporated by reference. 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND 
TO AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING 
ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS 
AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 
& MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
6. Upon receipt of plaintiffs expert witness disclosure on April 30, 2008, I 
served Interrogatories on plaintiff asking for discovery of the opinions, supporting data and 
infonnation, exhibits, qualifications and compensation of each of the expert witnesses 
identified by plaintiff. A copy ofthe INTERROGATORlES TO PLAINTIFF is attached as 
Exhibit B and incorporated by reference. 
7. Plaintiff has not objected to those Interrogatories nor requested an 
enlargement of time to respond to them nor responded in any way. 
8. If plaintiff had identified Peter R. Jarvis and W.H. Knight, Jr., in his expert 
witness disclosures, I would have served an interrogatory requesting the same infonnation 
as is requested from the experts that were disclosed. 
9. Defendant needs substantial time to prepare a response to plaintiff s motion. 
Defendant may engage an expert witness to prepare an opposing affidavit and, if so, we 
estimate that at least 90 days will be required for that expert witness to become familiar with 
the facts of this case and prepare an appropriate affidavit. 
10. The Court's ruling on plaintiff s motion may have a significant impact on 
other litigation filed by the plaintiff directly against me and my law finn. 
11. No prejudice will accrue to the plaintiff from an enlargement of time 
because, though this case is currently set for trial on October 20, 2008, plaintiff has filed a 
motion to continue the trial which we expect will be granted. 
AFFIDA vrT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND -3-
TO AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING 
ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS 
AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 
& MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 35Z7 
DATED this 5th day of September, 2008. 
:MICHAEL E. McNICHOLS 
Notary Public in and for the State of Idaho, 
Residing at Lewiston, therein. 
My Commission Expires: 10119111 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 5th day of September, 2008, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to the following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Cannon 
Smith, Cannon & Bond, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 




Michael S. Bissell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PIlC 
7 South Howard Street, Ste. 416 
Spokane, W A 9920 1 
Facsimile: (509) 455-7111 
mbissell@cbklawyers.com 
AFFIDA VIT IN SUPPORT OF 
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AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 
& MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
David A. Gittins 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Facsimile: 758-3576 
david@f!ittinslaw.com 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Blake & Cox 




Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1225 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: 746-5886 
CharlesABrown@cableone.net 
Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
877 Main Street, Ste. 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Facsimile: (208) 342-3829 
iash@hteh.com 
James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady, LLP 
500 West Madison Street 
Suite 3700 
Chicago, IL 60661-2511 
Facsimile: (312) 715-5155 
jjg@quarles.com 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivered 
[ ] Overnight Mail 
[ ] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[] Facsimile 
[X] E-Mail 
Michael E. McNichols 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND -5-
TO AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING 
ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS 
AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY TROXELL 
ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP; CLEMENTS, BROWN 
& MCNICHOLS, P.A.; AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
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RODERICK C. BOND 
NED A. CANNON, ISBA #2331 
SMITH, CANNON AND BOND PLLC 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
Telephone: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (208) 746-8421 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED J. TAYLOR, a single person, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
AlA SERVICES CORPORA TJON, an Idaho 
corporation; ALA INSURANCE, 1NC., an Idaho I 
corporation; R. JOHN TA YLOR and CONNIE 
TAYLOR, individually and the community 
property comprised thereof; BRYAN 
FREEMAN, a single person; JOLEE DUCLOS, 
a single person; CROP USA INSURANCE 
AGENCY, INC., an Idaho Corporation; and 
JAMES BECK and CORRINE BECK, 
individually and the community property 
comprised thereof; 
Defendants. 
Case No.: CV-07-00208 
PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
DISCLOSURE OF EXPERT 
WITNESSES 
Pursuant to the Court's Order, Reed Taylor ("Reed") submits the following disclosure of 
expert witnesses, which are also hereby incorporated by reference as Reed's supplementary 
responses to the defendants' applicable discovery requests: 
pAf~rpl4tpq;T~~i{f~~ M@~L@SutEENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS PA 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP , 
Exhibit A 
A. Reed's Expert Witnesses 
Reed may call any or all of the following expeli witnesses at trial (any of whom may also 
provide lay person testimony) and/or present reports by such experts as evidence to support any 
one or more of hjs claims, requested relief, in opposition to anyone or more of the defendants' 
defenses and/or counterclaims, and/or other matters contemplated in Reed's Complaint (attached 
for counsel, but not tiled with the Court, are cmTent resumes for each expert witness): 
1. Paul Pederson 
Pederson Associates, Inc. 
1706 NE Katsura Street 
Issaquah, W A 98029 
Tel: (425) 369-8253 
Mr. Pederson, an accounting/audit expert whose resume was previously filed with the Court, 
may provide testimony and/or repOlis on anyone or more of the following (including, without 
limitation): alter-ego, allocation and non-allocations of costs and expenses (including labor), 
damages, damages attributable to the individual defendants, accounting issues and treatment, 
fmancial statements and related corporate documents, parking lot transactions, insider 
transactions, stock redemptions and transfers (including, without limitation, stock transferred 
from AlA Services to John Taylor), insolvency, fraud, misappropriation of corporate assets, 
related party transactions, unbilled allocations of expenses, payments and compensation to John 
Taylor and other individual defendants (including, advances, maid service, etc.), and related 
issues. 
2. Harry J. Turtle, Ph.D. 
Professor of Finance 
1340 Cougar COUJi 
Pullman, W A 99163 
(509) 334-0327 
Dr. Turtle, a professor with a PhD. in Finance who teaches at Washington State University's 
Department of Finance, may provide testimony and/or reports on anyone or more of the 
following (including, without limitation): alter-ego, financial statements and related corporate 
documents (improper, misleading, fraudulent, omissions of facts, etc.), related party transactions, 
stock redemptions, insolvency, corporate finance, stock exchanges, fiduciary duties, 
improper/excessive compensation, damages, and related issues. 
prMlWf1forVfIERP§WP~~~ ~~lID.EMLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS PA 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP , 353 J 
3. Dwight Drake, J.D. 
University of Washington School of Law 
William H. Gates Hall 
Gates Hall 416 
Seattle, W A 98195 
(206) 616-6385 
Mr. Drake, an attorney and business/corporations professor at the University of Washington 
School of Law, may provide testimony and/or reports on anyone or more of the following 
(including; without limitation): alter-ego, fiduciary duties (Le., duty of loyalty, duty of care, duty 
of good faith, corporate 0ppOliunity doctrine), director and officer liability, payment of director 
attorneys' fees, attorney and director/officer conflicts of interest, interested director transactions, 
corporate governance, insolvency, alter-ego, stock transactions, stock redemptions, 
director/shareholder liability and fraud, director/officer inaction, damages, and related issues. 
4. Richard Kummcrt, J.D., C.P.A., M.B.A., LL.B. 
University of Washington School of Law 
William H. Gates Hall 
Gates Hall 41 5 
Seattle, W A 98195 
(206) 543-4937 
Mr. KUl11mcrt, an attorney and business/corporations professor at the University of Washington 
School of Law, may provide testimony and/or reports on anyone or more of the following 
(including, without limitation): alter-ego, Model Business Corporations Act, fiduciary duties 
(i.e., duty of loyalty, duty of care, duty of good faith, accounting treatment and issues, corporate 
opportunity doctrine), director and officer liability, payment of director attorneys' fees, attorney 
and director/officer conflicts of interest, interested director transactions, corporate governance, 
insolvency, alter-ego, stock transactions, stock redemptions, stock purchases, 
director/shareholder liability and fraud, director/offIcer inaction, damages, and related issues. 
5. Mark Mays, Ph.D. 
Medical Center Building, 
820 S. McClellan St., Suite 414 
Spokane, WA 99204 
Tel: (509) 624-4800 
Dr. Mays, an attorney and private practice psychologist, may provide testimony andlor reports 
regarding anyone or more of the following (including, without limitation): the defendants' 
alleged claims of Intentional Intliction of Emotional Distress and any related claims and/or 
damages related to such claims. Dr. Mays may conduct an Independent Psychological 
Evaluation on one or more or the Defendants prior to trial and provide testimony concerning 
such evaluations. 
PLAHfTIfAt'SIEXF.!L'$UlWOINEIDflNfil'1100UR«5 ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS, PA 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
5. Michele White, Ph.D. 
Michele M. White, Ph.D and Associates 
140 S. Arthur St., Suite 665 
Spokane, W A 99202 
(509) 534-9380 
Dr. White, a private practice psychologist, may provide testimony and/or reports regarding any 
one or more of the following (including, without limitation): the defendants' alleged claims of 
Intentional Intliction of Emotional Distress and any related claims and/or damages relating to 
such claims. Dr. White may conduct an Independent Psychological Evaluation on one or more 
of the Defendants prior to trial and provide testimony concerning such evaluations. 
B. Additional Expert Witnesses 
Reed reserves the right to and will likely identify such other additional experts as he 
deems necessary to rebut any testimony and/or reports by any expert witness named by any of 
~hc defendants in this action. Reed also reserves the right to call any expert witness(es) 
identified by anyone or more of the defendants in this action. Finally, as significant discovery 
requests have not been complied with by the defendants, Reed reserves the right to identify other 
expert witnesses to testify regarding claims or defenses that have not been discovered or 
disclosed. 
DATED: This 30th day of April, 2008. 
SMITH, CANNON & BOND PLLC 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor 
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TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS PA 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP , 
( 
Michael E. McNichols 
CLEMENTS, BROWN & McN1CHOLS, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 
321 13th Street 
Post Office Box 1510 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
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(208) 746-0753 (Facsimile) 
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AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho) 
corporation; AIA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and ) 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the ) 
community property comprised thereof; ) 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; and ) 
JOLEE DUCLOS, a single person;CROP USA) 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and ) 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the ) 
community property comprised thereof; ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
Case No: CV 07-00208 
INTERROGATORIES 
TO PLAINTIFF 
TO: Plaintiff Reed J. Taylor, and to his attorneys, Roderick C. Bond, Jack R. 
Little and Dean Wullenwaber: 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
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, . ,Exhibit B 
Pursuant to Rules 26 and 33 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, 
defendant R. John Taylor hereby submits the following Interrogatories each of which you 
shall answer under oath, in writing, separately, in the fullest detail possible, and in 
accordance with the definitions and instructions set forth below. The answers shall be 
signed by the person making them, and a copy of the answers, together with your 
objections, if any, shall be served not later than thirty (30) days after the service of these 
Interrogatories. The answers shall also be signed by the attorney representing the person 
answering the interrogatories. 
You are under a duty to make timely supplementation of your responses 
with respect to any Interrogatory directly addressed to (1) the identity and location of 
persons having knowledge of discoverable matters, and (2) the identity of each person 
expected to be called as an expert witness at trial, the subject matter on which he is 
expected to testifY and the substance of his testimony. In addition, you are under a duty 
to amend a prior response if you obtain information on the basis of which you know that 
the response was incorrect when made, or that the response, though correct when made, 
is no longer true, and the circumstances are such that a failure to amend the response is, 
in substance, a knowing concealment. 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS PA 




1. As used herein, the terms "you", "your", or "yourself' refer to Reed J. 
Taylor, each of his agents, representatives and attorneys, and each person acting or 
purporting to act on his behalf. 
2. As used herein, the term "representative" means any and all agents, 
employees, servants, officers, directors, attorneys or other persons acting or purporting 
to act on behalf of the person in question. 
3. As used herein, the term "person" means any natural individual in any 
capacity whatsoever or any entity. 
4. As used herein, the term "document" means any medium upon which 
intelligence or information can be recorded or retrieved, and includes, without limitation, 
the original and each copy, regardless of origin and location, of any written, recorded, 
transcribed, punched, taped, filmed or graphic matter, however produced or reproduced, 
which is in your possession, custody or control. 
5. As used herein, the term "communication" means any oral or written 
utterance, notion or statement of any nature whatsoever, by and to whomsoever made, 
including, but not limited to, correspondence, conversations, dialogues, discussions, 
interviews, consultations, agreements and other understandings between or among two 
or more people. 
6. As used herein, the terms "identification", "identifY", or "identity", when 
used in reference to (a) a natural individual, require you to state his or her full name and 
residential and business addresses; (b) a corporation, require you to state its full corporate 
name and any names under which it does business, and the address of its principal place 
of business; (c) a business, require you to state the full name or style under which the 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TI~:a TO RESPOND TO 
busW~ Wrem~tro,MS~~m~~~:Rr~~JlSF~i!tJ<¥R~R ~quire you 
MOrION TQ DISQUALIFY rltIE ATTO~.LI;;Y~ AND LAW :tIRk:J.S_9F HAWLEY 
to st'ffa}~~}f!~m Rf~~~¥~f.:lt:P!~t1!IVfE~?§~~5~& ~~Ffffl:S?fPA1dum), 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 353" 
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its title, its date, the name or names of its authors and recipients, and its location and 
custodian; ( e) a communication, require you, if any part of the communication was 
written, to identify the document or documents which referred to or evidence the 
communication, and, to the extent that the communication was non-written, to identify 
the persons participating in the communication and to state the date, manner, place and 
substance of the communication. 
INSTRUCTIONS 
1. With regard to each interrogatory, In addition to supplying the 
information requested, you are to identify all documents that support, refer to or evidence 
the subject matter of each interrogatory and your answer thereto. 
2. If any or all documents identified herein are no longer in your possession, 
custody or control because of destruction, loss or other reason, then do the following with 
respect to each and every such document: (a) describe the nature of the document (e.g., 
letter or memorandum); (b) state the date of the document; (c) identify the persons who 
sent and received the original and any copy of the document; (d) state in as much detail 
as possible the contents of the document; and (e) state the manner and date of disposition 
of the document. 
3. If you contend that you are entitled to withhold from production any or 
all documents identified herein on the basis of the attorney-client privilege, the 
work-product doctrine, or any other grounds, then do the following with respect to each 
and every document: (a) describe the nature of the document (e.g., letter or 
memorandum); (b) state the date of the document; (c) identify the persons who sent and 
received the original and any copy of the document; (d) state the subject matter of the 
document; and (e) state the basis upon which you contend you are entitled to withhold the 
AFFIDA VIT IN SUP~ORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
docJ\IP;UP~~~PONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS PA 
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4. When an interrogatory requires you to "state the basis of' a particular 
claim, contention or allegation, state in your answer the identity of each and every 
communication and each and every legal theory that you think supports, refers to or 
evidences such claim, contention or allegation. 
5. As used herein, the word "or" appearing in an interrogatory should not 
be read so as to eliminate any part of the interrogatory, but, whenever applicable, it should 
have the same meaning as the word "and". For example, an interrogatory stating "support 
or refer" should be read as "support and refer" if an answer that does both can be made. 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS PA 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP , 
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INTERROGATORY NO.1: With regard to Paul Pederson, whom you 
recently identified as an expert witness in this case, please state and provide: 
1. A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed and the basis and 
reasons therefor; 
2. The data or other information considered by the witness in forming the 
opmlOns; 
3. Any exhibits to be used as a summary of or support for the opinions; 
4. Any qualifications of the witness, including a list of all publications 
authored by the witness within the preceding 10 years; 
5. The compensation to be paid for the testimony; 
6. A listing of any other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert 
at trial or by deposition within the preceding 4 years. 
ANSWER: 
AFFIDA VIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TA YLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS, PA 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 353tt 
INTERROGATORY NO.2: Identify all documents which in any manner 
refer to or relate to the answers to Interrogatory No.1 above. 
ANSWER: 
AFFIDA VIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
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INTERROGATORY NO. 3: With regard to Harry J. Turtle, Ph.D., whom 
you recently identified as an expert witness in this case, please state and provide: 
1. A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed and the basis and 
reasons therefor; 
2. The data or other infom1ation considered by the witness in forming the 
opmlOns; 
3. Any exhibits to be used as a summary of or support for the opinions; 
4. Any qualifications of the witness, including a list of all publications 
authored by the witness within the preceding 10 years; 
5. The compensation to be paid for the testimony; 
6. A listing of any other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert 
at trial or by deposition within the preceding 4 years. 
ANSWER: 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
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INTERROGATORY NO.4: Identify all documents which in any manner 
refer to or relate to the answers to Interrogatory No.3 above. 
ANSWER: 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
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_ • - -l-.l. .L --;-
INTERROGATORY NO. 5: With regard to Dwight Drake, J.D., whom you 
recently identified as an expeli witness in this case, please state and provide: 
1. A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed and the basis and 
reasons therefor; 
2. The data or other information considered by the witness in forming the 
opmlOns; 
3. Any exhibits to be used as a summary of or support for the opinions; 
4. Any qualifications of the witness, including a list of all publications 
authored by the witness within the preceding 10 years; 
5. The compensation to be paid for the testimony; 
6. A listing of any other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert 
at trial or by deposition within the preceding 4 years. 
ANSWER: 
AFFIDA VIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
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INTERROGATORY NO.6: Identify all documents which in any manner 
refer to or relate to the answers to Interrogatory No.5 above. 
ANSWER: 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
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INTERROGATORY NO.7: With regard to Richard Kummert, J.D., 
C.P.A., M.B.A., L.L.B., whom you recently identified as an expert witness in this case, 
please state and provide: 
1. A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed and the basis and 
reasons therefor; 
2. The data or other information considered by the witness in forming the 
OpInIOnS; 
3. Any exhibits to be used as a summary of or support for the opinions; 
4. Any qualifications of the witness, including a list of all publications 
authored by the witness within the preceding 10 years; 
5. The compensation to be paid for the testimony; 
6. A listing of any other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert 
at trial or by deposition within the preceding 4 years. 
ANSWER: 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS, PA 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
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INTERROGATORY NO.8: Identify all documents which in any manner 
refer to or relate to the answers to Interrogatory No.7 above. 
ANSWER: 
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME TO RESPOND TO 
AND MOTION TO POSTPONE HEARING ON PLAINTIFF REED TAYLOR'S 
MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY, LLP: CLEMENTS, BROWN & MCNICHOLS, PA 
AND QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
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DATED this 30th day of April, 2008. 
CLEMENTS, BROWN & McNICHOLS, P.A. 
BY:~~~~~~_ 
MICHAEL E. McNICHOLS 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the 30th day of April, 2008, I caused to be served a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to 
the following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Jack R. Little 
Smith, Cannon & Bond, PLLC 
Attorneys at Law 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: 746-8421 
rod@scblegal.com 
David A. Gittins 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
Facsimile: 758-3576 
david@gittinslaw.com 
Jonathan D. Hally 
Clark & Feeney 
P.O. Box 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
Facsimile: 746-9160 
Jhally@clarkandfeeney.com 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[X] Facsimile 
[] E-Mail 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[X] Facsimile 
[] E-Mail 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[X] Facsimile 
[] E-Mail 
Dean Wullenwaber [] U.S. Mail 
Wullenwaber Law Firm [] Hand Delivered 
703 8th Street [] Overnight Mail 
P.O. Box 452 [X] Facsimile 
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dwlawfimrr@I~·Il£tIFY THE ATTORNEYS AND LAW FIRMS OF HAWLEY 
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Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley 
877 Main Street, Ste. 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise,ID 83701-1617 
Facsimile: (208) 342-3829 
jash@hteh.com 
James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
Quarles & Brady, LLP 
500 West Madison Street 
Suite 3700 
Chicago, IL 60661-2511 
Facsimile: (312) 715-5155 
i i g@quarles.com 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 
[] Overnight Mail 
[X] Facsimile 
[] E-Mail 
[] U.S. Mail 
[] Hand Delivered 




Michael E. McNichols 
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Gary D. Babbitt. ISB No. 1486 
D. John Ashby. ISB No. 7228 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENN]S & HA \VLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box ]617 
Boise.ID 83701-16]7 
Telephone: (208) 344-6000 
Facsimile: (208) 342-3829 
Email: gdb@htch.eom 
jash@hlch.com 
Attorneys for AlA Services Corpora1ion. 
AlA Insurance, Inc., and CropUSA 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICJAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, TN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ I>ERCE 








AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
cmpomtion; AlA TNSURANCE. INC .• un ) 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and ) 
CONNIE TAYLOR. individually and the ) 
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BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; JoLEE ) 
DUCLOS. a single person; CROP USA ) 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and ) 
CORRINE BECK, individually and the ) 
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corpomtion; nnd AlA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
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Case No. CV-07-0020S 
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1. Gary D. Babbitt, duly sworn and state: 
1. This affidavit is based upon my personal knowledge; and J can testify as to 
the truth ofthe matters contained herein. 
2. I am one of the attorneys of record for defendants AlA Services 
Corporation and AlA Insurance, Inc. 
3. I submit this Affidavit in supporl of AlA's Motion for Enlargement of 
Time. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and accurate copy oran August 4, 
2008 letter to Reed Taylor's counsel, Roderick C. Bond. 
5. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and accura1e copy of an August 5, 
2008 email J received from Mr. Bond. 
Further your affiant sayeth naught. 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY D. BABBlTT IN SUPPORT Or: MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF 
TIME-2 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY D.BABBITT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 
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.-:at 
Gary D. Babbitt 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Ada ) 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 5~ day of September, 2008. 
Notary Public for Idaho rJ n!'J f...-.. 
Residingat ~«'ct:./~J ~
My commission expires j)?-Lf! <07 
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CERTfPICA TE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this __ day of September. 2008, I cuuscd [0 be served a 
true copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF GARY D. BABBITT IN SUPPORT or- MOTION 
FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME by the method indicated beJow, and addressed [0 each of the 
following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Cannon 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, ID 8350 I 
[Atlorneys for Plaintiff] 
Michael S. Bissell 
Cnmpbell. Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
416 Symons Building 
7 South Howard Street 
Spokane, WA 99201 
[Attorneys for Pluintif1] 
Duvid A. Giuins 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, \VA 99403 
[Attorney for Defendants Duclos and Freeman] 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston. ID 83501 
[Attorneys [or Defendant R. John Taylor] 
David R. Ris]ey 
Randall, Black & Cox, PLLC 
P.O. Box 446 
1106 Idallo Street 
Lewiston, 10 83501 
[Attorneys lbr Defendants Connie Taylor. James Beck 
and Corrine Beck] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
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__ Overnight Mail 
__ Telecopy 
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__ Overnight Mail 
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~EmajI 
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Hand Delivered 
__ Ovcrnight Mail 
__ Tclccopy 
-LEmail 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hllnd Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
Telecopy 
~Email 
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Charles E. Harper 
QUARLES & BRADY LLP 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 3700 
Chicago, Illinois 60661-2511 
[Attorneys ror Crop USA Insurance] 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Telecopy 
--..L.... Email 
L4 Gary D. Babbitt 
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RodericK c. Bond [rod@scblega1.com} 
Tuesday, August 05,2008 10:09 PM 
Page 1 0[2 
To: 
Cc: 
Gary Babbill; John Ashby; GalzioJis, James J.; charper@quarles.com; mmcnichols@clbnnc.com 
rjt@tewistondsLcom; Mike Bissell; Jack R. Lime 
Subject: Taylor v. AlA Services, et al. 
Gary: 
Thank you for your fetter dated August 5, 2006. ThIs is my final response to this issue. I understand your desire 
for me to point out every violalion of the Rules of Professional Conduct, however, we have gone over this Issue 
time and time again. My client does nol wanL me to waste his time and money doing your Job for you. Simply 
put, it is your obligation to comply with the Rules of Professional Conduct and to ensure that you are complying 
with them. Reed has given all orthe lawyers an opportunity to bow out gracefully. No one Is apparenUy 
accepling the offer. You will have a full opportunity to respond Lo the violations raised in Reed's pending motion 
to disqualify. You wilf also have an opportunity to have distinguished altomeys or ethics peopJe also file counter 
affidavits. I wish you ruck finding them. I can say that of a[J the attorneys that [ have discussed the facts of this 
case with. nol one, YES NOT ONE. have said that you and the other attorneys on this case are correct. In fact, 
all of them cannot understand what you are dOing, as I have told you from day one. As a courtesy to you and the 
others, I wtll rorward you the affidavits and molions when they are compleled. however, lheywill be filed on the 
first day availabJe regardless of your response or any promise to wilhdraw. If Reed goes to Ihe trouble to pay for 
the pleadings to be drafted, t1ley will be filed. Of course, you are also free to contest the motion. Even if the 
Court denies Reed's Motion for some reason, we will seek immediate appellate review. 
Wilh respect to the alleged pending investigation, if any, I really wonder how truly independent it could possibly 
be. If you, any attorney from your firm, John Taylor, Connie Taylor. James Beck, Mike Cashman, or any of the 
other attorneys involved In this action are involved with Ihe investigation or the selection of the person, the 
investigation will not be viewed as legitimate. If you wanted it to be IegiUmate, you would be asking us for names 
of people Reed would consent to making such InvesligaUons and the person would be spending significant Ume 
with me going over documents and legal issues. I just want to be clear on this Issue from Reed's perspective. 
The vlolalions in this case for you and the olhers are "no brainers," Again. you only need to read RPCs 1.7 and 
1 .13, the Fifth Amended Complaint. and the documents in your files and the court's file. I could go on and on, and 
there are other RPCs implicated. I don't even need to touch on the lack of candor and aUler violations. 
Again, forward this email to Merlyn Crark and ask his opinion. I know that my partner Ned Cannon, Jerry Smith 
and Jack Little have a great deal of respect for him (as do I, simply because of their respect and admiration-as I 
have never met him). 
In fact, I challenge you to just ask. Merlyn Clark to read the 5 th Amended Complaint. Tell Mr. Clark the honest 
facts of everything that has transpired on this case since your Involvement. Show Mr. Clark this email. Show Mr. 
Clark Haw[ey Troxell's opinion leller to Lancelot stating that AlA Insurance was authorized (0 guarantee the loan 
for Crop USA {in vlolalion of AlA Services' Articles of Incorporation and a fraudulent act In general), then explain 
to him how the barance is $10M. that the loan is in technlcal default and that AlA Insurance wlll not be paying the 
loan if Reed takes control and that Lancelot would likely have claIms against Hawley Troxell at that time (should it 
elect). ExpJain 10 Mr. Clark how Richard Riley and the other lawyer at your firm assisled AlA Services in pledging 
ils sale significant remaining assel (0 Crop USA (and asslsled in having the Mortgage Issued only to AlA Services 
when AlA Insurance should have at the minimum been y" owner}. Explain to Mr. ClaTk the details of the Joint 
Defense Agreement aJkJa the aidIng and abetting agreement. Explain to Mr. Clark how Richard Riley issued an 
opinion letter to Reed and you are now tying to disingenuously argue (he $8.5 Million is not owed to him. Explain 
10 Mr. Clark how John Taylor and the others fraudulently conveyed $1.5 M to Crop USA and you have been 
defending the conveyance on baseless argumenls, I.e., an appraisal done excrusively for the purposes of valuing 
shares for a 401{1~) ... shares that everyone knows were truly worthless then and are worthless now. Explain to 
Mr. Clark that even if the illegality argument had merit. Donna Taylor and Reed Taylor would be suing Hawley 
Troxell (and Richard Riley) in such an Instance regardless of any circumstances. Explain to Mr. Clark how Reed 
and Donna TaYlor and the disinlerested shareholders have been geWng screwed so that you can stay on as 
counsel. Explain how AlA Services is insolvent and that the duties of your representation are to Reed In tight of 
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the insolvency to protect AlA's assets (you can still make your lame waiver arguments. but still protect the 
assets). Explain 10 Mr. Clark how you con{[nued to represent all of the corporations and take directions from John 
Taylor and ol11er Interested parties when you knew the assets, employees and money were being looled from 
AlA. Allow Mr. Clark to review all the documents in your possession, including l11e alfeged privilege information 
that Reed will likely never see. Explain to Mr. Clark how the Court has already found that AlA Services Is in 
default and that when Reed takes over AlA Insurance he will be asking to see all the mes and to speak with all the 
aHomeys at your firm. Exptaln to Mr. Clark how no Utrue~ independent shareholder approval was ever obtained 
for your representation, let alone any full and fair disclosure. Explain to Mr. Clarl< how under your guidance AlA 
has slopped paying Reed and Donna Taylor, when they are the only peopte possibly enlilJed to the remaining 
assets of AlA. Explain to Mr. Clark all of the various transactions and alleged walvers that! presume are 
contained In the Joint Defense Agreement that were never obtained through separate counsel for each 
corporation nor were obtained by Independent parties or shareholders. Explain to Mr. Clark how up I11rough 
John's last deposition, AlA was fooling l11e bili for Crop USA's defense and the Individual directors, who all should 
be gelling sued by AlA. Explain 10 Mr. Clark how AlA should be suing John and ol11ers, but 1s noll0 the detriment 
of Reed and Donna Taylor. Finally, explain to Mr. Clark how Hawley Troxell has now retained counsel for itself 
and you, which creates a new conflict of interest as you and your c1ienfs now have diverging interests. I could go 
on and on, but you have plenty of information on hand (induding significant lnformallon we have never seen and 
the information detailed above). J feel confident that Mr. Clark would ask what l11e world you were thinklng after 
only reading a few of the above points. 
In closing, IT IS NOT MY OBLIGATION TO POINT OUT TO YOU YOUR ETHtCAL VIOLATtONS, IT IS YOU 
AND YOUR FIRMS' DUTIES. You have no legllimate arguments to make (even the disingenuous alleged 
illegality argument won't save you, think about it). You know it, 50 you are tryIng to figure out a graceful way out. 
The only problem was that your graceful way out was in May 2007 when J sent you U,e letter first detailing some 
of your problems. Not only did you Ignore that letter and other warnings, but you proceeded to go further and 
represent Crop USA. You were bHnded by greed and Ignored my wamings for reasons only known to you, John 
Ashy and the others (and when t say you, I mean all ofJaw firms on your side, except for Mr. Gittins). Now you 
know I was right, but it is too late. However, the ball is still in your court (and l11e other attomeys in this action) to 
finally sLep up to the plate and acknowledge your ethical problems. The next writing you will see from me or this 
office regarding this Issue wlll be Reed's MoHon and the supporting affidavits. I will not be respondlng further. 
Again. I am sorry to have to be so blunt, but there [s no ol11er way to handles this Issue. Put yourself if Reed's 
posilion. How would you feel? I am only l11e messenger ... the same messenger you and the other attorneys (.not 
Mr. Gillins' firm) on this case have been Ignoring for the past 16+ months. Thank you. 
BTW. you might wanl to forward Ihls email to your attorney as it would probably be helpful for him. 
Rod 
By: RoderIck C. Bond 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth St. 
Lewiston. ID 83501-
Tel: (208) 743-9428 
Fax: (20B) 746-8421 
rod@scb!egi3T.com 
This email and any attachments may contain confidential and/or legally privileged information, which only the 
authorized recipIent may receive and/or view. If you are not an intended recipfent, please promptly delete this 
message and contacllhe sender at the above address. Thank you. 
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mER HAWLEY TROXELL 
EN1'-JIS &HAWLEY LU' 
ATr01tN:tYS AT lAw 
GARY D. BABIlITT 
ADMIn-EO TO PRACTICE LAW IN IDAHO 
EhWl..: GDO@HTEH.COM 
e.m=CTOw..: 2:0B-3a8-4B20 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned. A Cannon 
Smith. Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eightil Slreet 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
August 4, 2008 
Viae-mail 
Re: RcedJ Taylorv AIA Services Corporafion el ar 
Dear Rod: 
FAX: (208)342-3829 
877 Main Streel. Sulte 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1617 
(20B) 344-6000 Fax (208) 342-3829 
wwwhtehcom 
This letter acknowledges receipt of your email of August 3, 2008, :in which you advise 
that your clienL has dilected you Lo file a motion to disqualiry defense counsel, including Huwley 
Troxell. To date, your and Mr Bissell"s genelUHzcd allegations concerning supposed connicts 
of interest (including, without limilulion. the non-specific und concIusory assertions in Mr 
Bissell's July 21,2008 letter) have railed to provide any specific facts or applicable authorities 
that would support a molion to disqualify Hawley TIoxell as defense counsel. dc.'>pite our 
previous requests of both you and lvh. Bissell to do so 
r once again request tllat you immediately provide, lor each elaim on which you intend to 
base your disqualification motion as it pertains 10 Hawley Troxell. the lolIowjng infommLion \0 
enable a propel evaluution of your charges and an inlonned decision whether Lhe film should 
withdraw' from our CUII ent representation: 
'" the complete factual basis for each claim, including dates and individuals 
involved 
the legal basis and grounds for =eh claim 
.. lhc identity of each witness you believe suppmts each claim 
.. u description and/or copy of all documents you believe support each claim 
.. a copy of any evaluation or report by ethics attorneys/plofessors. including the 
factual bases and documentation on which those persons rely in leaching their 
conclusions 
AFFIDAVIT OF GARY D.BABBITT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 35"5(, 
Hawley Troxell 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A Cannon 
August 4, 2008 
Page 2 
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This information is needed ilIUDcdiately in Older to meet your Wednesday deadline to advise you 
010ur decision. 
GDB/mag 
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Gary D. Babbitt 
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Gary D. Babbitt. ISB No. 1486 
D. John Ashby. £SE No. 7228 
HAWLEY TROXELL ENNIS & HAWLEY LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
P.O. Box 1617 
Boise. ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: (208) 344-6000 
Facsimile: (208) 342-3829 
Email: gdb@hlch.com 
j ash@hteh.com 
Attorneys for AlA Services Corporation. 
AlA Insurance, Inc., and CropUSA 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTIUCT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR TI-IE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 








AlA SERVICES CORPORATION. an Idaho ) 
corporation; AlA INSURANCE, mc .. an ) 
Idaho corporation; R. JOI-IN TAYLOR and } 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individuDlly Dnd the ) 
community property comprised thereof; ) 
BRYAN FREEMAN. a single person; JOLEE ) 
DUCLOS, a single persoll; CROP USA ) 
INSURANCE AGENCY. INC., an Idaho ) 
Corporation; and JAMES BECK and ) 
CORRINE BECK. individually and the ) 






AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
corporation; and AlA INSURANCE, INC .• an ) 
) 
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REED 1. TAYLOR. a single person. 
CountcrdcfendanL. 
Defendunts AlA Insurance, Inc. and AlA Services Corporation. by and through their 
counsel of record. Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, and pursuant to I.R.C.P. 6(b). hereby 
move for an enlargement of time in which to respond to Reed Taylor's MOLion to Disqualify the 
Attorncys and Law Finns of Hawley Troxel! Ennis & Hawley LLP; Clements, Brown & 
McNichols, P.A.; and Quurles & Brody LLP ("Motion Lo Disqualify") filed September 4,2008. 
This MoLion is supported by the accompanying amdavit of Gary D. Babbilt. 
I. MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIlVIE 
Reed Tuylor filed a motion to disqualify Hawley Troxcll. along with all other defense 
counsel in this litigation, on September 4,2008. Under l.R.C.P. Rule 7(b)(3)(E). AlA's response 
to the Motion Lo Disqualify would normally be due on September 1 I, 2008, thus allowing only 
seven days to prepare a response. 
The Motion to Disqualify is a very big deal. Through his Motion to Disqualify, Reed 
Taylor secks to disqualify nol only I-rawley Troxell. but also Clements. Brown & McNichols. 
P.A. and Quarles & Brody LLP.lhus leaving the majority of the Defendunts in this action 
wiLhout the counscl of their choosing. Given that Hawley Troxel! has spent many hours 
becoming cducatcd in this case (nolto mention AlA having incurred hundreds of thousands of 
dol1ars in aL10mey fees). the disqualification of their counsel would be extrcmely prejudicial to 
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AlA. H would also leave AlA in the unlenable position of finding new counsel very late in this 
litigation. 
The Malian to Disqualify raises very serious (although erroneous) allegations. The 
motion, itself, is 38 pages in length. It is supported by afl1davils from three expert witnesses. It 
is also supported by on "afl1cJavit" of Roderick C. Bond, which is 33 pages long. and attaches 43 
exhibits totaling hundreds of pages. 
Notably, the Motion to Disqualify has taken Plaintiff's counsel over six wceks to prepare. 
Mr. Bond announced on July 21, 2008 thal he would be filing the Motion to Disqualify. See 
Affidavit of Gary D. Babbitt, filed concurrenlly herewith, 1]4. AlA's counsel asked Mr. Bond to 
identi fy tbe alleged conflicts of inter-cst and the applicable rules on which he relics. On A ugusl 
4, 2008, Mr. Bond refused. explaining: 
I understand your desire for me to point out every violntion of the 
Rules of Professional Conduct. however, we have gone over this 
issue time and time again. lvly client does not wanL me to waste 
his time and money doing your job .... 
In closing, IT IS NOT MY OBLIGATION TO POINT OUT TO 
YOU YOUR ETH1CAL VIOLATIONS, IT IS YOU AND YOUR 
FIRMS' DUTIES .... The next writing you will sec from me or 
this office regarding this issue will be Reed's MOlion and the 
supporting nmdavits. 
See iel. at Ex. 3. 
ML Bond's correspondence further indicated the he would be filing the MOlion to 
Disqualify immediately upon the lining of the stay resulting from Jon Hally's withdrawnl, but 
that he would provide AlA with copies of the Motion Lo Disqualify and affidavits prior to filing 
them with the Court. See iel. ("As a courtesy to you and the others, [ will forward you the 
affidavits and motions when they arc completed. however, they wili be riled on the firsL day 
available regardless of your response or any promise to withdraw."). 
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Reed Taylor did nol file his MOlion 10 Compel until September4, 2008. Thus. it took his 
counsel over six weeks to prepare the motion to disqualify - not surprising given the complexity 
of tbe motion. affidavits and expert opinion. 
Because of the seriousness oflhe Motion to Disqualify, AlA requests that it be ullowed 
additional time 10 prepare its response. In light of the complexity and seriousness of the issues. 
AlA request that it be allowed ninety (90) days to respond to the Molion to Disqualify. Reed 
Taylor retained three exert witnesses to opine on the disqualification issues, and AlA may also 
submit expert teslimony on the issues. AlA estimules Ihat it would take an expert witness GO 10 
90 days to get up to speed on the issues and prepare an affidavit. This request is further justified 
in Jight of1he multiple hearings already set for September 25. 2008. AlA's counsel will need to 
file Reply memoranda in support of ils pending Petition for Court Appointed Independent 
Inquiry. Motion to Stay. and Motion for Reconsideration Mr. Bond's admission pro hac vice. 
A[A's counsel will also need to prepare for the September 11,2008 hearing on Reed Taylor's 
Motion to Dissolve Preliminary Injunction. In light of the changes to the airline schedule of 
nights between Boise and Lewiston, AlA's counsel will be traveling 10 Lewiston on September 
10th, .md cannot return to Boise until the evening ofSeplember II. Simply Slated. AlA does not 
have sufficient lime to prepare a complete response by September 1 1. 
Notably, allowing AfA additional time La respond to the Motion to Disqualify wi1l in no 
way prejudice Reed Taylor. Reed Taylor's counsel announced his intention La me the mOLion to 
compel over six weeks ago, nnd the Motion to Disqualify is based on so-called conflicls raiscd 
by Mr. Bond sixteen months ago. See Babbitt AfT .• Ex. B (stating that Lhe:: alleged conflicts of 
interest were identified in a May 2007 leLter from Reed Taylor's counsel to AlA's counsel). 
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II. MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
Pursuant to LR.C.P. 7(b)(3). good cause exists [or the Courl to shorten time for hearing 
on this moLion. As set forth above, AlA's counsel docs nol have adequate time to respond to the 
Motion to Disqualify by September 11,2008. This motion to shorten time is necessary due 10 
the fuct lhat. unless heard on an expedited basis. AIA's Response wiB be due before this motion 
can be heard. AlA submits that. in light of the absence of prejudice to any party, the Court can 
grant this motion without hearing. A proposed order is being submitted concurrently herewith. 
III. CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, AlA requests that the hearing on Reed Taylor's Motion to 
Disqualify be postponed [or ninety (90) days to allow AlA adequate time 10 prepare a responsc. 
C-'r~ 
DATED THIS _-= :)"-- day of September, 2008. 
HA WLEY TROXELL ENNlS & HA WLEY LLP 
DY~bL~ ~ D.Ba6b~0. 1486 
J{ llomeys for AlA Services Corporation. 
AlA Insurance. Inc., and CropUSA 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
r.J.e, 
I HEREBY CERTIFY thnt on this ~ day ofSeplember, 2008,1 caused to be served n 
true copy oftlIe foregoing MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME TO RESPOND TO 
REED TAYLOR'S MOT10N TO DISQUALIFY, AND MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME by the 
method indicated below, and addressed LO each of the following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Cannon 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston. tD 83501 
[Auorncys for Plointifl] 
Michael S. Bissell 
CampbeH, Bissell & Kirby. PLLC 
416 Symons Building 
7 South Howard Street 
Spokane, \VA 99201 
[Attorneys for PJaintilII 
David A. Giltins 
Lnw Office of David A. Gillins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clad.slon, \VA 99403 
[Attorney for Defendants Duclos and Freeman] 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston. ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Defendant R. John Tny!or] 
David R. Risley 
Randall. Black & Cox, PLLC 
P.O. Box 446 
1106 Idaho Street 
Lewiston. ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Defendants Connie Taylor. James Beck 
and Corrine Beck] 
__ U.S. Mail, Postnge Prepaid 
Hand Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Tclecopy 
~Email 
__ U.S. Mail, Poslnge Prepaid 
I'land Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
-L-Emuil 
__ U.S. Mail, Poslnge Prepaid 
I-land Delivered 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Tclecopy 
--L.Ernail 
__ U.S. Mai1. Postage Prepaid 
Hand Deli vcred 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Tclecopy 
~Ernail 
__ U.S. Mnil. Postnge Prepaid 
I-fand Delivered 
__ Overnight Moil 
__ Tclecopy 
~mail 
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Ja.mes J. Ga1ziolis 
Charles E. Harper 
QUARLES & BRADY LLP 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 3700 
Chicago. Illinois 60661-2511 
[Attorneys for Crop USA Insurance] 
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__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hand Del ivered 
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James J. Gatziolis 
Charles E. Hatper) Jr. 
QUARLES & BRADY LLP 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 3700 
Chicago, Illinois 60661-2511 
(312) 715-5000 
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Attomeys for Defendant Crop USA Insurance Agency, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 
REED. 1. TAYLOR, a single person; ) 
) 
P lailltiff, ) 
vs. ) 
) 
AIA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
Corporation; AIA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
Idaho corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and ) 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individnaJJy and the ) 
Community property comprised thereof; ) 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a singl e person; JO LEE ) 
DUCLOS, a single person; CROP USA ) 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; and JAMES BECK and CORRINE ) 
BECK, individually and the community property ) 
comprised thereof, ) 
) 
Defend ants. ) 
-------------------------------) 
) 
AlA SERVICES CORPORATION, an ldaho ) 
corpora.tion; and AlA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
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REED TAYLOR'S MOTION TO DISQUALIFY, AND MOTION 
TO SHORTEN TIME - 1 
Case No. VC 07-00208 
MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 
OF TIME TO RESPOND TO REED 
TAYLOR'S MOTION TO 
DISQUALIFY, AND MOTION TO 
SHORTEN TIME 
89/08i2ElB8 18: 38 312-715- QUARLES & BRADY PAGE 83/15 
Defendant, CropUSA Insurance Agency, Inc. ("CropUSA"), by and through its counsel 
of record, Quarles & Brady LLP, and pursuant to l.R.C.P. 6(b), hereby moves for an enlargement 
of time in which to respond to Reed Taylor's Motion: to Disqualify the Attomeys and Law Firms 
of Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP; Clem.ents, Brown & McNichols, P.A.; and Quar1es & 
Brady LLP (the "Motion to Disqualify"), filed September 4, 2008. This Motion is supported by 
the accompanying affidavit of Charles E. Harper, Jr. 
MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT O.F rllVIE 
Reed Taylor filed a motion to disqualify Quarles & Brady LLP ("Quarles & Brady"), 
along "'''ith all other defense counsel in this litigation, on September 4, 200S.Under LR.C.P. 
Rule 7(b)(3)(E), CropUSA's response to the Motion to Disqualify would n0n11ally be due on 
September 11, 2008, thus allowing only seven days to prepare a response. 
The Motion to Disqualify is 38 pages long and raises a number of serious Elnd complex 
issues. It is suppOlied by affidavits from three expert witnesses, and it is also supported by the 
affidavit of Roderick C. Bond, which is 33 pages long and attaches 43 exhibits totaling hundreds 
of pages. In order to respond to the Motion to DjsquaIify, substantial time is required to conduct 
[1. full review of the Motion to Disqualify and the exhibits attached thereto, and to research and 
prepare a response to the complex allegations raised in the Motion to Disqualify, Additionally, 
CropUSA may need to conduct discovery related to the previously undisclosed opinions of 
plaintiffs new witnesses and may potentially need to engage the services of its own expert 
witness or witnesses. These activities will also require a substantial period of time. 
Accordingly, CropUSA requests that tbe hearing on Reeel Taylor's Motion to Disqualify be 
postponed for njnety (90) days to allow CropUSA adequate time to prepare a response. 
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MOTION TO SHORTEN TIME 
Pursuant to LR.C.P. 7(b)(3), good cause exists for the Court to shorten time for hearing 
on this motion. As set forth above, CropUSA's counsel docs not have adequate time to respond 
to the Motion to Disqualify by September 11) 2008. This motion to shorten time is necessary 
due to the fact that, unless heard on an expedited basis, CropUSA's Response will be due before 
the Motion to Enlarge Time can be heard. CropUSA submits that, in light of the absence of 
prejudice to any party, the Court can grant this motion without hearing. Alternatively, CropUSA 
requests that, this Court hear this Motion on September 11,2008 at 9:30 a.m. 
DATED this 8th day of September, 2008. 
QUARLES & BRADY LLP 
By; ~~~ 
--a;~rle; E. I-hrper, Jr. 
Attorneys for CropUSA Insurance Agency, Inc. 
MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 'TO RESPOND TO 
REED TAYLOR'S MonON TO DISQUALIFY, AND MOTION 
TO SHORTENTJME- 3 
89/88/2808 18:38 312-715- QUARLES & BRADY PAGE 85/15 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 8th day of September, 2008, r caused to be served a 
true copy of the foregoing Motion for Enlargement of Time to Respond to Reed Taylor's 
Motion to Disqualify, and Motion to Shorten Time, by the method indicated below, and 
addressed to each of the following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Cannon 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Plaintiff] 
Michael S. Bissell 
Campbell) Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
416 Symons Building 
7 South Howard Street 
Spokane) WA 99201 
[Attorneys for Plaintiff] 
David A. Gittins 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkstoll, W A 99403 
[Attorney for Dc'fendants Duclos and Freeman] 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
321 13th Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Defendant R. John Taylor] 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Black & Cox, PLLC 
P.O. Box 446 
1106 Idaho Street 
Lewiston,ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Defendants Connie Taylor, James Beck 
and Corrine Beck] 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1225 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attomeys for ALA Services 401(k) Plan] 
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Gary D. Babbitt 
D. John Ashby 
__ U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
Boise, Idaho 8370]~1617 
[Attorneys for AIA Services Corporation, AIA 
Insurance, Inc., and CropUSA] 
Hand Delivered 
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Charles E. Harper, Jr. 
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James J. G21tziolis 
Charles E. Harper, Jr. 
QUARLES & BRADY LLP 
500 West Madison Street, Suite 3700 
Chicago, Illinois 60661-2511 
(312) 715-5000 
(312) 715-5155 (Facsimile) 
Em.ail: JJG@quarles.com 
charper@quarles.com 
Attorneys for Defendant CropUSA Insurance Agency, Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF NEZ PERCE 





AlA SERVlCES CORPORATION, an Ida110 ) 
Corporation; AlA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
Ida1lO corporation; R. JOHN TAYLOR and ) 
CONNIE TAYLOR, individually and the ) 
Community property comprised thereof; ) 
BRYAN FREEMAN, a single person; .TOLEE ) 
DUCLOS, a slngle person; CROP USA ) 
INSURANCE AGENCY, INC., an Idaho ) 
corporation; and JAJvIES BECK and CORRINE ) 
BECK, individually and the community property ) 





AIA SERVICES CORPORATION, an Idaho ) 
corporation; and AIA INSURANCE, INC., an ) 
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AFFIDAVIT OF CHARLES E. 
HARPER, JR. TN SUPPORT OF 
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I, Charles E. Harper, Jr., being duly sworn on oath, state: 
1. 1111S affidavit is based on my personal knowledge; and I can testify as to tJ1e truth 
of the matters contained herein. 
2. I am one of the attorneys of record for defendant CropUSA Insurance Agency, 
Inc. CCropUSA"). 
3. I submit this affidavit in support of CropUSA's Motion for Enlargement of Time. 
4. Plaintiff Reed Taylor filed a motion to disqu.alify the Attomeys and Law Films of 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP; Clements, Brown & McNichols, P .A.; a11d Quarles & 
Brady LLP (the "Motion to Disqualify") on September 4,2008. 
5. The Motion to Djsqualify is 38 pages long, and is supported by affidavits from 
three expert witnesses. It is also supported by the affidavit of Rodeli ck C. Bond, which is 33 
pages long, and has 43 exhibits attached, which total hundreds of pages. 
6. In order to respond to the Motion to Disqualify, it will take a substantial amount 
of time to conduct a full review ofthe Motion to Disqualify and the exhibits attached thereto, and 
to research and respond to the numerous factual allegations and legal conclusions asserted in the 
Motion to Disqualify. 
7. Additional1y, CropUSA may need to conduct discovery related to the previously 
undi.sclosed opinions of plaintiff s new expert witnesses and may potentially need to engage the 
services of its own expert witness or witnesses. 
8. Although trial in this matter is currently scheduled for October 20, 2008, plaintiff 
has filed a motion to continue the trial date. 
Further Affiant Sayeth Naught. 
AFFIDAVIT OF CHARLES E. H.'-\RPER, JR. IN SUPPORT Of 
MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME - 2 
09/08/2008 18:30 312-7l5-5155 QUARLES & BRADV LLP 
DATED this 8th day of September, 2008. 
STATE OF ILLINOIS 
COUNTY OF COOK 
Subscribed and sworn to before me 





My Commission Expires: 3 /,;l8' ) .;{ 0 1.;( 
CharIeS'§. Harper, Jr. 
OFFICIAL SEAL 
RUTH M, lIDECKA 
NOISlry Public - Stale of Itfinols 
My Commission Expires Mar 2B, 2012 
AFFIDAVIT OF CHARLES E. HARPER, JR. IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME - 3 
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CERT FICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIPY that 011 tlJs 8th day of September, 2008, I caused to be served a 
true copy of the foregoing Affidavit of tharlcs E. Harpel', Jr. in Support of IVIotion for 
Enlargement of Time by the method in1dicated below, and addressed to each of the following: 
Roderick C. Bond 
Ned A. Cannon 
Smith, Cannon & Bond PLLC 
508 Eighth Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Plaintiff] 
Michael S. Bissell 
Campbell, Bissell & Kirby, PLLC 
416 8yr11on3 Building 
7 South Howard Street 
Spokane, WA 99201 
[Attorneys for Plaintiff] 
David A. Gittins 
Law Office of David A. Gittins 
P.O. Box 191 
Clarkston, W A 99403 
[Attorney for Defendants Duclos and. Fr' 0man] 
Michael E. McNichols 
Clements Brown & McNichols 
32113thStreet 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Defendant R. John Taylo ] 
David R. Risley 
Randall, Black & Cox, PLLC 
P.O. Box 446 
1106 Idaho Street 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for Defendants Connie Taylo , James Beck 
and Conine Beck] 
Charles A. Brown 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 1225 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
[Attorneys for AIA Services 401(k) Plan 
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Gary D. Babbitt 
D. J olm Ashby 
312-715-5155 
Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP 
877 Main Street, Suite 1000 
Boise, Idaho 83701~1617 
[Attorneys for AlA Services Corporatio 1, AlA 
Insurance, Inc., and CropUSA] 
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